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- LBJ Backed 


Houston: F.I.A. 


Roars; Lyndon, 
Pledge Nixed 


HOUSTON 


Forces friendly to Freedom 
in Action, perhaps Freedom 
in Action itself, won the Har- 
ris County Democratic con- 
vention, defeated a report 
pledging support to the na- 
tional Democratic nominees, 
scorned Lyndon Johnson 
with silence, and resoluted 
against world government, 
communists, and city plan- 
ning. 

The liberal Harris County Dem- 
ocrats, who controlled the county 
committee in power and could 
have ‘seated enough of their own 
rumping precinct delegations to 
take the convention, instead con- 
ceded the majority to the FIA 
side. But they bolted when that 
majority refused to adopt a pledge 
to the nominees at Los Angeles. 

It was generally understood 
that a large portion of the dele- 
gates who prevailed were reserv- 
ing the right and probably the in- 
tention to vote for Richard Nixon 
in November. Indeed, many of 
their leaders have been open Ei- 
senhower supporters. Wright Mor- 
row, former Democratic national 
committeeman who bolted to Ei- 
senhower, circulated prominently 
among the microphone group. 

Leaders of Senator Johnson's 
forces who stayed inside the con- 
vention hall after the loyalists’ bolt 
sought a loyalty pledge, but John- 
son's forces in the conservative 
convention were captives within 
their own precinct delegations un- 
der the unit rule. 

A two-hour meeting of the res- 
olutions committee, which was 
closed not only to the press but 
also to all the conservatives’ own 
delegates, decided the Harris del- 
egation to the Austin state con- 
vention in June will be unin- 
structed and bound by the unit 
rule. Johnson’s leaders did not 

(Continued on Page 7) 





Conservatives 
Win in Dallas; 
Loyalists Leave 


DALLAS 


Dallas County 
ple not betting until they 
were betting on a sure thing. 
The farther down the con- 
vention line they got before 
being forced into the open, 
the better. Troublesome pre- 
cincts were bypassed. So 
LBJ’s_ official move was 
crammed into the last two, 
debate-free minutes of the 
county convention. 


Everyone knew it was coming. 
The senator's Stetson-shaped but- 
tons dotted lapels all over Dallas 
Memorial Auditorium Theater. 
There were a score of the $28.95 
Neiman- Marcus Johnson  uni- 
forms with the young matrons 
wearing them looking like a pla- 
toon of strays from a summer 
cast of the State Fair Musicals. 


The Johnson bit began in a 
politically-weird triple play. Gen- 
eral Preston Weatherred, the lob- 
byist, introduced Ed Gossett, the 
Southwestern Bell Telephone 
Company lawyer, as_ keynoter. 
Both talked—directly and _ indi- 
rectly—about Johnson in what 
seemed at times to be apologetic 
tones. Then Gossett made his key- 
note address Senator Johnson’s 
nominating speech. 


There was a brief unrelated 
hiatus while loyalists stormed out 
in a spat over whether the party 
bosses were in fact Democrats 
and whether those attending the 


convention would in fact support | 


Democrats “from _ precinct to 


president” in November. 


With the politically anointed 
smug in their seats the conven- 
tion got real quiet—in fact, rather 
dull. Convention Chairman Atty. 
Lee Smith, Jr., conservative heir- 
apparent to County Chairman Ed 

(Continued on Page 3) 





‘On to Los Angeles’ 


HOUSTON 


A delegation of loyal 
Democrats pledged to sup- 
port the nominees of the 
Democratic Party down the 
line and “whoever they may 
be” is headed for the Demo- 
cratic state convention from 
Harris County. From _ the 
state convention it will be 
“on to Los Angeles,” win or 
lose in Austin on June 14. 

Last Saturday they walked out 
of the field house at Delmar Sta- 
dium in Houston and into the 
stands of the football stadium to 
hold their own convention. They 
had abandoned the other conven- 
tion—which they held was not a 
Democratic Party affair — when 
the county Democratic executive 
committee’s report, calling for 
delegates to support all Demo- 
cratic nominees, was amended to 
delete the loyalty pledge recom- 
mendation. 


When the rumping Democrats 








—Mrs. Randolph 


had assembled again in the stands, 
Woodrow Seals, who had been 
re-elected head of the county 
Democratic executive committee 
on May 7, said: “As Democratic 
county chairman, I now call this 
Harris County Democratic con- 
vention to order.” 

The convention then unanimous- 
ly adopted the report of the exec- 
utive committee, including the 
loyalty pledge. Among those who 
added their voices to the “ayes” 
were Mrs. R. D. Randolph, Texas 


national Democratic committee- 
woman, Billy Goldberg, state 
Democratic committeeman, and 


Ellana Ball, state Democratic com- 
mitteewoman. 

“Are we going to nominate and 
elect a Democratic president and 
vice president of the U.S.?” Seals 
asked the crowd in the stands. 

“Yes!” they cheered. 

Jack Matthews, county execu- 
tive committee secretary, empha- 
sized the difference between the 
(Continued on Page 6) 
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boiled down to Johnson peo-| 








Loyalists Lose 
Austin Roll Call 


On Stuart Long 


AUSTIN 

A story about the Great 
Dane who buried foreign cars 
in the back yard offered only 
temporary relief to a Travis 
County convention which 
knew it had not come to bury 
hatchets. 

Mrs. R. Max Brooks, vice-chair- 
man of the state Democratic exec- 
utive committee, told this story: 

“A lady took her Great Dane 
to the vet with a complaint. ‘My 
dog,’ she said, ‘chases little for- 
eign cars.’ 

“*That’s nothing,’ reassured the 
vet. ‘All dogs chase cars.’ 

“*But my dog catches them and 
buries them in the back yard,” the 
lady explained.” 

Mrs. Brooks continued: 

“And we have a Great Dane in 
the person of Pearce Johnson.” 

Johnson won. It was a Johnson 
& Johnson convention, but the 
band-aid makers could not have 
healed the deep gashes that were 
cut in a convention in which 
many LBJ supporters also lost. 
On the losing side were the rank- 
and-file Lyndon Johnson sup- 
porters and Adlai Stevenson 
boosters who had joined four 
years ago in a victory against 
Shivercrats. 

The people who four years ago 
and eight years ago had support- 
ed Eisenhower were in control 
of the 1960 convention. Many of 
the “good years, lean years” LBJ 
supporters believed they had been 
betrayed. 

(Continued on Page 2) 


Control Stolen, 
Long Charges; 
Still for Lyndon 


AUSTIN 

Stuart Long, the liberal 
Austin newspaperman who 
campaigned for Johnson for 
president and then was jetti- 
soned by Lyndon Johnson’s 
forces for chairman of the 
Travis County Democratic 
convention, charges the chair- 
manship was stolen from a 
liberal-loyal coalition on be- 
half of the candidate Johnson 
favored. 

“It’s very obvious. The 
arithmetic shows it. All you 
have to do is add,” Long told 
the Observer. 

Ex-Rep. Pearce Johnson of Aus- 
tin received the support of John- 
son’s leaders for county conven- 
tion chairman. The first Long 
knew of this, he said, was Friday 
afternoon, the day before the con- 
vention. “They had been support- 
ing me,” he said, but he had no 
promise of support from Senator 
Johnson himself. 

Why had Senator Johnson 
thrown in against Long? “I don’t 
know,” Long said. “Really I don’t. 
It wasn’t a matter of supporting 
me. If he'd just left me alone I'd 
have won.” 

Asked what he thought of how 
Johnson had dealt with him, 
(Continued on Page 2) 
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- Loyalists Bolt 4 Counties 


Lyndon-Liberal BlackmonHails 
Trade Prevails Outcome; Fath 


In San Antonio 


SAN ANTONIO 

A tradeout between Jimmie 
Knight’s Johnson forces and 
the labor-Latin-Negro group 
led by Albert Pena resulted 
in (1) a pledge to Johnson 
for President from the Bexar 
County delegation and (2) a 
delegation made up mostly of 
liberals. 

Mrs. Kathleen Voigt, leading 
small pro-Stevenson group, could 
not deliver, though she tried, on 
an attempted deal with Wade 
Cameron's anti-Johnson 
vatives for an uninstructed del 
gation. 

Johnson's forces had 
with the liberals in Bexar since 
the Cameron group were openly 
anti-Johnson. The Knight 
tion included Johnson people, la 
bor, East Side Democrats (Ne 
groes), and West Side Democrats 
(Latin-Americans). 

The liberals passed a party loy 
alty pledge for Democratic del« 
gates, endorsed Mrs. Randolph 
for committeewoman, and backed 
students participating in the 
ins.” 

“We thought the basic issue was 
to beat the Cameron people,” said 
a top spokesman for the Pen 
group. “We had to make the ds 
cision as to which was the most 
important—come to the state cor 
vention and perhaps help 
friends, or stay in San Anton 
Our deal was that we adopted t! 
Johnson resolution in return f 
a delegation made up, for 
most part, of liberal-loyal Demo 
crats, and for the Frankie Ran 
dolph, loyalty, and civil rights res 
olutions. We made a deal.” 

The Pena group was offered 
deal by the Cameron conserva 
tives, the result of which would 
have been an uninstructed dele 
gation to the June conventior 
“We felt this was not the right 
thing to do,” the Pena spokesma! 
said. Mrs. Voigt produced on 

(Continued on Page 6) 
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Presses Pledge 


AUSTIN 
sen. Lyndon Johnson re- 
eived endorsements for 


president Saturday at most of 


the county conventions of 
Texas Democrats. In four 
large counties loyalists bolted, 
and in two of these the loyal- 
ists'did not pass Johnson res- 

iutions. 
Harris County convention 


leanly won by the conserva- 
rees, who then took no ac- 
1 Johnson and sent an unin- 
i delegation to the Austin 
ention June 14. “Harris Coun- 
the tenth largest county in 
on and is sixth largest in 
a in the Democratic 
We 


represent the true 
ratic Party and we will 
urselves heard,” warned 


iservatives’ chairman, Garth 

Bate who is not considered a 
Johnson man 

mping loyalists in Houston 

stin took no action on 

) candidacy, except that 

Houston loyalists named Johnson 

Creekmore Fath for national 

nmitteeman, and Travis loyal- 

proposed that the unit rule 

ipply to the national conven- 

delegates from’ Texas. In 

2s and El Paso, loyalist rump- 

supported Johnson for presi- 

and insisted on loyalty 

San Antonio delegation was 

Johnson forces and the 


Pena. The delegation is 

to Johnson, Mrs. R. D. 

Randolph for national committee- 

n, and a party loyalty pledge 

lelegates. 

4 bolt “all the way to Los An- 

s called for by Mrs. Ran- 

She said she believes a real 

ielegation of loyalists “will 

Johnson’s Texas leader, 

Blackmon, called the Satur- 

ults a “dramatic demon- 
Continued on Page 5) 





El Paso: Bean Bolts 


EL PASO 

The El Paso county conventior 
was a‘ wild, shouting affair whict 
culminated in a bolt by County 
Judge Woodrow Bean and a larg 
group of rumpers. 

On the test roll call, R. M. Mar 
tin Wiggs defeated Bean for 
manent convention chairman, 256 
206. The vote was conducted 
Wiggs, acting as temporary chair 
man. Wiggs is a pro-Jolinson « 
servative; Bean is a pro-Johr 
liberal. 

Wiggs ruled against an attempt 
by Richard Marshall to vote |! 
precinct for Bean under a 
rule adopted in caucus, though r 
earlier in precinct conventior 
Wiggs ruled that proxy votes wers 
permissible, and many were cast 
for him. A precinct chairmar 
asked, after the roll call was fin 
ished, to be let to change his pre 
cinct’s vote from Wiggs to Bea 
on the basis of proxies he had ob 
tained; Wiggs ruled no. 

There was much disorder; 
protest was made that 


per 
[ 


the 





instructed to 


Wiggs | placement 


i not rule on points “direct- 

fecting you.” On a “point of 

a delegate said, “The vote 

t fairly taken.’’ About this 

the Bean delegates, led by 
hall, walked out. 


the rump convention, Bean 
lected chairman, Rump reso- 

were pro-Johnson, anti- 
tax, anti-poll tax, and pro- 


) the regular convention, 
Wiggs faction in resolution 
sed Johnson, pledged sup- 
f Gov. Daniel as the Demo- 
nominee for governor, and 
ted achieving a_ strong 
ratic party by the Gover- 
; three-point program (includ- 
support of national nominees). 


,nother resolution passed by 
the Wiggs group said that since 
Mrs. R. D. Randolph has worked 
lestroy party unity,” has not 

dorsed Johnson, and has op- 
posed Daniel, the delegates were 

work for her re- 








. 


Johnson 


Forces 


Win in Travis 


(Continued from Page 1) 

This was the order of develop- 
ments in Austin Saturday: 

When the convention was called 
to order, Dr. Joe Malik, Jr. a 
loyal Democrat with moderate 
views who supports Lyndon John- 
son for president, climbed upon 
the stage to protest the decision 
of the county executive commit- 
tee that delegates from Precinct 
235 (a loyal Democratic precinct 
whose minutes were filed too late) 
were not seated and to protest 
that delegates from Precinct 132 
(a conservative precinct which 
adjourned its precinct convention 
May 7 without ‘officially electing 
any delegates) were seated. Dr. 
Malik asked for “fair play”: either 
both delegations be seated or 
both be denied. 7 

Temporary Chairman Trueman 
O’Quinn refused Malik’s petition. 
Malik said: “I appeal the ruling of 
the chair.” Ignoring Malik, 
O’Quinn recognized instead Sec- 
retary of State Zollie Steakley, 
who nominated former state. rep- 
resentative Pearce Johnson for 
permanent chairman. 


(“As long as the convention was 
in a temporary state, I didn’t 
think the convention should be 
allowed to change the temporary 
roll until the permanent conven- 
tion had been organized,” O’Quinn 
explained to the Observer this 
week. Since the temporary con- 
vention elects the permanent of- 
ficers, O’Quinn’s ruling precluded 
the convention from ruling on the 
appropriateness of the delegates 
who were permitted to vote be- 
tween Long and Pearce Johnson 
for permanent chairman. O’Quinn 
said the oredentials committee of 
the permanent convention “could 
have looked into the matter.”) 

Steakley urged unity. “May 
nothing happen here today to get 
in the way of Lyndon Johnson 
for President,” he said. 


Seconds came from Mrs. Brooks, 
J. Sam Winters, Mrs. C. W. Bailey 
(chairman of the Travis County 
Women for Johnson organization), 
and Austin city councilman Edgar 
Perry III, who said, “A vote for 
Pearce Johnson is a vote for Lyn- 
don Johnson.” 

Then Mike Levi nominated Cap- 
itol Newsman Stuart Long for 
permanent chairman. Levi, a 
Travis County rancher, identified 
himself as hailing from Haynie 
Flat, where “General Eisenhower 
has never gotten a single vote.” 

Levi spoke, too, of his high 
hopes that the “able majority 
leader,” Lyndon Johnson, would 
be president of the United States, 
and emphasized that Long, a loyal 
Democrat, also was backing LBJ. 

The question, said Levi, isn’t 
about being for Lyndon Johnson. 
The question is: “Will we scatter 


like quail after the convention in 
Los Angeles?” 

Malik seconded the nomination 
and appealed again for fair play. 
He said several precincts, besides 
Precinct 235, had filed their min- 
utes with the county chairman 
after the deadline, but only 235 
was refused a seat. 

After another seconding speech 
for Long by Hugh Luke, the roll 
call began. 

The big upset in the liberal-loy- 
alist coalition came when Pre- 
cincts 124 and 128 were called. 
Two Negro precincts which had 
voted heavily for Long for coun- 
ty chairman on the previous Sat- 
urday, they gave their 12 votes to 
Pearce Johnson. 

When the score was toted up, 
Long had 272 votes and Pearce 
Johnson had 295. Had Precinct 
235 been seated with its 22 votes 
for Long, the difference between 
Johnson and Long would have 
been only one vote. If Precinct 
132, which had failed to elect 
delegates, had not been allowed 
to vote for Pearce Johnson, the 
vote could have been Long 294, 
Johnson, 273. 

But when Pearce Johnson was 
escorted to the stage by the two 
ladies who hai made seconding 
speeches for him, the show was 
about over. 

Long moved that Johnson's elec- 
tion be unanimous. There were 
many “noes” at this suggestion. 


chairman of the credentials com- 
mittee; Emmett Shelton, chair- 
man of the committee to nominate 
delegates to the state conventions, 
and Frank C. Erwin, chairman of 
the resolutions committee. 

While the resolutions commit- 
tee was still meeting, reportedly 
hearing an appeal for a loyalty 
pledge to support the nominees 
of the party whoever they might 
be, the convention adopted resolu- 
tions supporting Senator Lyndon 
Johnson and voting confidence in 
Governor Price Daniel, and ad- 
journed. 

Then Creekmore Fath, secretary 
of the Democrats of Texas Clubs 
called for a meeting to protest, 
and several women stirred 
through the crowd, saying, “We’re 
rumping it. We're rumping it.” 

About 100 persons gathered 
around Fath as the lights in the 
auditorium were turned out. Then 
the group moved into the lobby 
of the auditorium, into the sun- 
light. 

But among the liberal-loyalist 
leaders who were not “rumping” 
were convention leaders Stuart 
Long, Mike Levi, Joe Malik. They 
had said they were for Lyndon 
Johnson. Center of the protest 
apparently was anti-Johnson. 

(See related story at right.) 





Frank Montgomery was named |, 


(Continued from Page 1) 
Long replied: “I was a little sur- 
prised.” 


From several sources—none of 
them Long—the Observer learned 
that Sen. Johnson telephoned Long 
the night before the county con- 
vention and asked him to with- 
draw from the chairman's race. 
Long’s position was that he was 
morally bound by the support of 
the loyalist caucus to go through 
with his candidacy. 


“The most striking thing about 
this convention,” Long continued, 
“was that it was organized by 
Shivercrats and the loyal Demo- 
crats—and the only precincts that 
Johnson forces could change were 
one and a half Negro precincts. 
That’s the most significant thing. 
The precinct delegations were 
controlled by the Shivercrats or 
by the Loyal Democrats and not 
by what you might call pure John- 
son people.” 


Is Long still for Johnson for 
president? 


“Why, sure,” Long said. “But of 
course, from now on this year I’m 
inactive in convention matters, 
not being a delegate. Now I go 
back to work. I'm going to cover 
the other two conventions profes- 
sionally.”’ 


Did he think the Austin bolters 
would go all the way to Los An- 
geles? “I expect to see Creekmore 
(Fath) yapping at Johnson's heels 
all the way to the coliseum” in 
Los Angeles, Long replied. But, 
he said, Johnson's people have 
“told the conservatives here that 
the delegation to Los Angeles is 
going to be bound to the nomi- 
nees.” He thought this step would 
take the sting out of the bolters’ 
plans. 


Sandlin Chairman 


Long had stood fast for John- 
son in two pre-convention loyalist 
caucuses. At the first one he 
stated his estimate that the lib- 
erals and loyalists were divided, 
a majority of 184 for Johnson to 
110 not instructed to him or in- 
structed for Adlai Stevenson. At 
a second caucus he said, “First, 
the Lyndon Johnson matter. Of 
the 576 legal votes in this Satur- 
day’s .convention, more than 400 
are instructed to be cast for John- 
son’s candidacy for president, and 
for a delegation to the state con- 
vention so instructed. That matter 
is settled. Saturday’s convention 
should and will pass such a reso- 
lution.” 


Johnson's forces “were support- 
ing me after the Tuesday caucus,” 
Long said. “The first I knew they 
weren't was Friday afternoon,” 
when he heard that E. H. Perry 
III had called a meeting with Ne- 





gro delegates on behalf of Pearce 
Johnson. 





Pearce Johnson Won't 


AUSTIN 

A former state representative 
from Travis County, Pearce John- 
son, was elected chairman of the 
Travis County Democratic con- 
vention last Saturday with Sen. 
Lyndon Johnson's support against 
pro-Johnson loyalist Stuart Long. 

Pearce Johnson was county 
campaign manager for William A. 
Blakley in his unsuccessful bid 
for US. senator against Ralph 
Yarborough. 

Asked by the Observer about 
state Democratic executive com- 
mittee member Fagan Dickson's 
charge that he has long been iden- 
tified with the Eisenhower Demo- 
crats (p. 5), Pearce Johnson 
declined to say whether he had 
voted for Eisenhower. 

In 1956, he said, “I didn’t do 
anything—not anything at all,” 


| and in 1952, also, he was inactive. 
“I have never worked in anything 
—I was running myself. I was on 
the Democratic ticket myself— 
and I don’t think it’s anybody’s 
business how I voted,” he said. 
During the ten*years he was a 
representative, 1947-1956, Johnson 
cast 65 “bad” and 27 “good” votes 
according to the Texas State CIO 
Council voting evaluations. 
Among those seconding his nom- 
ination Saturday was J. Sam Win- 
ters, chairman of the ten-county 
congressional district Johnson 
club and vice-chairman of the 
Travis County Johnson club. “I 
oppose any resolution that will 
damage Lyndon Johnson; I'm 
against any resolution supporting 





THE TEXAS OBSERVER 
Page 2 May 20, 1960 





Say on Ike 


Mrs. Randolph, because she’s not 
for LBJ; and I oppose sending 
delegates who won't support John- 
son,” he said. 


According to the Dallas News 
Oct. 23, 1948, the States’ Rights 
Democratic Party (Dixiecrats) an- 
nounced payment of $60 for pub- 
licity, $150 for traveling, and $406 
for “salary” to Sam Winters of 
Austin. 


Ex-Rep. Johnson beat Long on 
the roll call, 295-272. Long moved 
to make it unanimous, but “noes” 
prevented this. 

After the convention, Mike Levi, 
celegate, said Pearce Johnson told 
him a loyalty pledge for dele- 
gates was “not wanted” and that 
Levi would not be recognized to 
propose one for the Travis County 





delegates. 


Sen. Charles Herring, Austin, 
was mentioned as a possible can- 
didate .y the Johnson people be- 
fore Pearce Johnson was, Long 
said. “I told him he couldn’t win 
except by stealing the votes—that 
‘if we have an honest convention, 
you can't win’,” Long said. Her- 
ring was not a candidate. 

Discussing the 5l-member dele- 
gation from .Travis County to the 
state convention, Long said he 
believed 21 of the members will 
support the Democratic ticket, 
whoever the nominee is. 


A member of the delegation, 
however, is George Sandlin, who 
was chairman of the Shivers state 
Democratic executive committee 
in 1952 when it endorsed and 
campaigned for Eisenhower, and 
another delegate will be Mike 
Butler, 1956 Travis County cam- 
paign manager for Democrats for 
Eisenhower. 


Asked why U.i3. Sen. Ralph 
Yarborough of Austin was not 
listed as a delegate ou the Travis 
County delegation, Long said, 
“What a silly question.” 


Long is not a delegate, either. 
He said Sandlin invited him to 
be, but he told him he did not 
want to be “on any delegation.” 


Long’s Computations 


Long based his charge that the 
convention was stolen on _ his 
study of the precinct results. He 
said he should have won by 12 
votes instead of losing by 23. 


The key precinct was 132. Ken- 
neth McCalla, Jr., who presided, 
confirmed to the Observer Mon- 
day that this precinct convention 
did not elect any delegates to the 
county convention. He said he had 
been given a list of .delegates a 
committee had recommended but 
acknowledged that “the conven- 
tion itself” never voted on them. 
A list of delegates was turned in, 
however; the county Democratic 
executive committee, controlled by 
conservatives, voted 50-18 to ac- 
cept them; and precinct 132 voted 
22 votes for Pearce Johnson Sat- 
urday. 





LONG CHARGES ‘STEAL’ 


Meanwhile, a pro-Long precinct, 
235, which also has 22 votes, was 
thrown out by the county commit- 
tee because the chairman did not 
turn in his minutes by the ap- 
pointed time Tuesday. 

“They were both illegal in the 
strict letter of the law,” Long 
said. He reasoned they should 
both be struck, or both seated. 

County Chairman Trueman 
O’Quinn told the Observer that 
wherever lists of delegates had 
been filed within the required 
time, “I felt like they ought to be 
seated.” He said there were “a 
number of irregularities” in the 
precincts. “The county chairman 
has neither the authority or the 
time to look into these things.” 

Very often, he said, delegates 
are added to delegate lists who 
were not actually named by the 
precinct conventions. The McCalla 
group were evidently in the ma- 
jority in their convention and, in 
presenting their delegates, said, 
“These are the ones we would 
have named,’” O’Quinn said. 

Invalidation of-the delegates led 
by McCalla would have left Long 
short one vote. He conceded the 
illegality of the late-filed minutes. 
He stated that delegates from pre- 
cinct 128, which has six votes, 
divided 3-3 and therefore, being 
bound under the unit rule, should 
not have voted; but did vote for 
Pearce Johnson. 

He also charged that the chair- 
man of the delegation from pre- 
cinct 323 cast all its ten votes for 
Pearce Johnson, although the del- 
egation was divided 11-10 for 
Johnson and not bound by the 
unit rule. 

These two mis-voted precincts, 
plus the 22 votes from the dele- 
gates who were not elected by 
their convention, accounted for’ 
his defeat, Lang said. 

In addition, Long says E. H. 
Perry III “pressured’’ Negro dele- 
gates from two six-vote precincts 
into voting for Pearce Johnson 
at a luncheon for Negro delegates 
Friday noon. Long said the Ne- 
groes were told Long was against 
Lyndon Johnson. These delega- 
tions voted for Pearce Johnson. 

R.D. 





Fath Leads 


Rumpers; 


Labor Chiefs Join In 


AUSTIN 

Creekmore Fath, a pro-Steven- 
son liberal, led the Travis County 
bolt. Pro-Johnson liberal leaders 
Stuart Long, Mike Levi, and Joe 
Malik did not join it. The bolters’ 
roll had about 230 names on it, 
Fath said. Jerry Holleman, state 
labor president, was chairman of 
the bolters’ resolutions committee 
and labor secretary Fred Schmidt 
was a member of the committee. 

Fath was reading, for a second 
time, his loyalty resolution to the 
resolutions committee, he said, 
when Jake Jacobsen, the Gov- 
ernor’s aide, ‘tame in to say that 
they could quit—the convention 
had adjourned. 

Levi, just before the adjourn- 
ment, asked chairman Pearce 
Johnson for recognition to amend 
the report on delegates to add a 
loyalty pledge. “Pearce Johnson 
told me that such an amendment 
was ‘not wanted’” and he would 
not be recognized for the motion, 
Levi said. 

Fath climbed up some steps 
leading to the stage and yelled, 
“Come on, let’s rump.” As people 
moved down toward him, he said, 
“they grabbed the mikes and un- 
hooked them and ran away with 
them,” then turned out the lights. 
The bolters went into the auditor- 
ium foyer, which is lighted nat- 
urally, and Fath stood on a chair. 

Fath was named chairman, Mil- 
dred Hathcock secretary, and 





Lewis Wilkins chairman on dcle- 


gates. The bolting delegates’ list, 
it was agreed, is to be made up of 
loyalist delegates from the pre- 
cincts who want to be listed. The 
bolters passed these five resolu- 
tions: party loyalty; Mrs. Ran- 
dolph for national committeewom- 
an; repeal of the-poll tax; an un- 
instructed delegation to the state 
convention; no unit rule to the 
national convention. 

Fath made a statement to the 
press Saturday afternoon, but it 
was not printed anywhere. 

He said “the top officials of the 
Johnson for president faction” 
had wheeled, dealed, and “tried 
to steal” the convention. They 
had, he said, thrown out precincts 
with legally elected delegates and 
seated delegates who had not 
been elected, “to steal” the con- 
vention; denied loyal Democrats 
the right to an appeal from the 
ruling of the chair on the tem- 
porary roll; and denied the floor 
to Levi for his loyalty pledge 
amendment. 

“This is the same old gang we 
have been fighting since 1952,” 
Fath said. “They are using the 
Johnson candidacy for a front to 
conceal their allegiance to Nixon 
in Novémber.” Condemning “peo- 
ple who have to steal conven- 
tions,” he said, “We shall alert 
Democrats all over the country 
to beware .. . This crowd will 
try to steal the national conven- 
tion if the oil and gas boys are 
unable to buy it for them.” 





Johnson Solid 
In Fort Worth 


FORT WORTH 

A large segment of orga- 
nized labor joined a coalition 
of conservatives and Lyndon 
Johnson supporters as_ it 
crushed liberal-loyalists at 
the county Democratic con- 
vention here. 

The coalition turned the conven- 
tion in an “All the Way with 
LBJ” rally after burying the lib- 
eral-loyalists umder a 970 to 290 
avalanche in a test of strength. 

Despite repeated efforts, lib- 
eral-loyalists were never able to 
get a convention vote on a loyalty 
resolution. 

The test came on the selectidn 
of a temporary chairman. 

The coalition backed John Con- 
nally, a wealthy Fort’ Worth at- 
torney who represents the estate 
of oilman Sid Richardson. It was 
Connally who nominated the Sén- 
ate majority leader as a “favorite 
son” in the 1956 Democratic presi- 
dential convention. 

Liberal-loyalists rallied behind 
Tom Ward, a former county chair- 
man who headed Adlai Stevenson 
forces in Tarrant County in 1952 
and again in. 1956. 

Ward described himself as a 
Johnson backer. But unlike Con- 
nally, he promised he would let 
delegates vote on the loyalty reso- 
lution. 

Leaders of the coalition included 
Connally, Raymond Buck, and 
Hunter McLean of the Johnson 
camp; Homa Hill, captain of Gov- 
Price Daniel's forces here; Bill 
Brown and Ardell Young, top 
lieutenants of Allan Shivers when 
he was governor; and E. L. Mc- 
Commas, a UAW organizer. 

McCommas served on the reso- 
lutions committee, which voted 
against submitting the loyalty pro- 
posal and another calling for re- 
lection of Mrs. R. D. Randolph as 
national committeewoman. 

Another labor group, captained 
by Lloyd Willard and Jack Bos- 
tick, tried repeatedly but unsuc- 
cessfully to get the loyalty resolu- 
tion before the convention. The 
liberal-loyalists suffered a_ set- 
back at the start when County 
Chairman Davey .O’Brien, a con- 
servative, ruled that Mrs. Mar- 
garet Carter, one of their floor 
leaders, was not an official dele- 
gate. : 

The convention lasted only 95 
minutes as the well-organized co- 
alition rushed through a resolu- 
tion praising Senator Johnson and 
putting Tarrant County’s 116 votes 
at the state convention solidly 
behind him. 

Seconds before the’ convention 
adjourned, Mrs. Carter said lib- 
eral-loyalists would hold a rump 
convention and choose a slate of 
delegates, but other leaders of 
the faction vetoed the idea. 


Bolt in Potter 


AUSTIN 

A rump convention is reported 
to the Observer from Potter Coun- 
ty. The Amarillo Sunday News- 
Globe said delegates from four of 
33 precincts representing 24 of 
273 convention votes left the con- 
vention. Reports reaching Austin 
indicated that irregular proce- 
dures, spectators voting, and other 
matters figured in a rump con- 
vention, the size of which was 
not known here. Potter County 
has 24 of the 2,312 state conven- 
tion votes. 





THIS ISSUE 
In assembling this issue’s re- 
ports on the metropolitan county 
Democratic conventions last Sat- 
urday, the Observer staff was as- 
sisted by five reporters on special 
assignment. 
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Dallas Conservatives Go for LBJ 


(Continued from Page 1) 
Drake, said, “We now can get 
down to business.” 


The conservatives in control 
adopted resolutions denouncing 
the World Court and endorsing 
the Connally reservation; support- 
ing Gov. Price Daniel; and call- 
ing for the national Democratic 
convention to nominate a man 
who will keep the Democratic 
Party from becoming “a vehicle 
for socialistic schemes for cen- 
tralization of political and eco- 
nomic power in Washington.” 

There was a call for the con- 
vention to “endorse the candidacy 
of the senior senator,” “sup- 
port him” for head of the national 
convention delegation, and work 
for his presidential nomination 
“as long as his name is before 
the convention.” 

There it was, right out in the 
open. A voice vote was called. 
Without asking for debate, Chair- 
man Smith heard a yell of “ayes.” 
Then he heard what sounded to 
be a just+shy-of-equivalent boom 
of “noes.” Chairman Smith rapped 
his gavel and closed down shop, 
and everyone went home. 


Final Precinct Results 

Precinct-wise, Johnson went 
into the county convention with 
something less than thumping 
support. Sixty-five (of 187) pre- 
cincts flailed at him one way or 
another—most simply by endors- 
ing Mrs. Randolph for the na- 
tional committee spot. Another 55 
made loud noises for the majority 
leader. 

The remainder kept silent, for 
one reason or another. For sheer 
utter diversity the makeup of the 
silent ones dizzied one’s imagina- 
tion. 

Precinct 116 is in Preston Hol- 
low, with Northwest Highway 
forming its southern boundary. It 





is an upper-middle class neigh- 
borhood, with Cadillacs and 
Buicks and Lincolns parked out- 
side $50,000 and $75,000 homes. 


Here live two Johnson “four- 
star generals”: Albert Jackson, 
vice-president of The Dallas 
Times Herald, which is pushing 
Johnson both on news and edito- 
rial pages, and S. J. Hay, board 
chairman of Great National Life 
Insurance Company. 


Freedom in Action people con- 
trol Precinct 116, and not even 
Jackson and Hay were willing to 
risk arousing FIA’s ire the night 
of precinct meetings. Not a word 
was offered in behalf of the ma- 
jority leader. 


Catty-cornered across Dallas, 
out south of the Trinity, is Pre- 
cinct 306, an Oak Cliff area grad- 
ually “going Negro,” in local par- 
lance. 


Real Estate Man Col. C. R. Tips 
wore a Johnson button at the 
county meeting; he said he kept 
his feelings hidden at the pre- 
cinct level. 


“The Negroes who showed up 
had us white folks outnumbered 
by four or five to one,” he said. 
“There was a lot of Lyndon sen- 
timent among the white folks, but 
we didn’t want to start a fight 
and get voted down. They elected 
some Negro woman chairman and 
adjourned without saying a word 
about the senator. But we knew 
we were OK when we got to the 
county.” 

The 120-series of voting boxes 
in Dallas County sweeps through 
University Park and Highland 
Park and parts of Preston Hollow. 
This is the conservatives’ ‘“Mur- 
derers’ Row” — the vote-heavy 
boxes where conservatives have 
turned out en masse to keep Re- 
publican Bruce Alger in Congress 
and enabled Ed Drake to beat 





loyalist Humphreys for county 
chairman again this year despite! 


the fact that Humphreys carried | 


104 of 187 precincts in the county 


; with a 


Six of the 120-series boxes! 


sternly denounced Johnson, with 


only one endorsing him. This is 
FIA home country. In the 100-) 


series as a whole (70 boxes), 35 
precincts thumbed down Johnson, 
18 endorsed him. 


For the sake of a good show 
conservatives can afford to give 
lip service to Johnson's candidacy 


see that they have the right to 
fight,” he said. 

Gossett preceded his remarks 
“little story which I hope 
won't offend our colored friends 
here with us today.” 

He told about a Negro in charge 
of “infiltrating” white churches 
reporting back to Thurgood Mar- 
shall and saying things were go- 
ing smoothly with the Methodists, 
Presbyterians, and Catholics. 


| About the Baptists, he did have 


They don't expect him to be nom-| 


inated, anyway. 


Sen. Kennedy’s West Virginia 
primary win over Hubert Hum 


phrey four days before county} 


convention—and his _ rocketing 
presidential stock that followed 

eased conservative consciences 
Johnson can be backed without 
expectation of being a winner 
Then conservatives can 


home to form “Democrats for}! 


Nixon” clubs before the Novem 
ber election. 


“Nobody 
to make the senator mad,” 
conservative explained it We 
have to do business with him, yor 
know, and he’s going to be 
Washington for a long time.” 


Weatherred and Gossett 


General Weatherred (49 years 
in military service, he reminded) 
began by saying, 
governed through compromises 
Those who oppose others’ 
the more intelligently they 
their views, the better the com 
promise.” 


The General said that “in a mild 
sort of way I am occasionally en 
gaged in some political contro- 
versy,” but he graciously added 
that “I have respect for those on 


in 


views 
state 


is deliberately going} ,...) 
one | 


come |} 


| their 


a question: “Just how long can 
hold our heads under the 


water?" 


they 


Gossett’s point, he said, was 
t “We're not going to hold any- 
one’s head under water.” Then he 
led into the Johnson spiel gradu- 
ally as follows: 
“We should always be loyal to 
home crowd and home peo- 
ple Sam Houston lost a 
chance to be a presidential nom- 
inee because Texans didn't sup- 
him,” Gossett said, citing a 
1956 of American Heritage 
Magazine he held in his hand. 
(“They knew him,” yelped a heck- 


port 


issue 


Gossett said “There is no one 
n public office whose actions you 
completely approve, or complete- 
ly disapprove. All (of us) have 
feet of clay. You've ggt to 
judge people by their batting av- 
erage, got to be tolerant of their 


| mistakes 


“Our country is| 


of us can throw brick- 
but we want to be pro- 
gressive and constructive. . % 
He said “any jackass can kick 


“Any 


Dats 


| down a barn, but it takes a car- 


the other side—who know where} 


they stand. And I'll fight hard to 





Humphreys Leads Loyalists Out 


DALLAS 


Loyalist Demograts, say- 
ing they are “sick and tired 
of Republicans running our 
party,” are sending a rival 
rump delegation to the state 
convention. 

About 325 persons bolted the 
county convention here after a 
loyalty resolution was tabled by 
a voice vote. 

County .Chairman Ed Drake, 
after a roll call, said 2,704 of the 
3,585 voting strength stayed in- 
side. He said all but 37 precincts 
answered the roll call. 


Mrs. Cordye Hall, elected rump 
convention secretary, said she 
counted placards from 63 precincts 
in the lobby outside Dallas Me- 
morial Auditorium Theater. 


The blowup came after the Rev. 
Baxton Bryant, loyalist floor lead- 
er, offered a resolution requiring 
state delegates: 


1. To “recognize their obliga- 
tion” to support all Democratic 
nominees this fall; 


2. To agree to do so “before” 
accepting the office of delegate. 


Joe Bailey Humphreys, titular 
head of loyalists here, was elected 
rump convention chairman. He 


said he hopes his group will be}. 


seated eventually “where party 
officials aren't concerned with re- 
electing Bruce Alger to Congress.” 


Humphreys, standing on a 
stairwell landing with a portable 
microphone, got unanimous ap- 
proval of a pro-Johnson resolu- 
tion. The rumpers also supported 
Mrs. Frankie Randolph for na- 
tional committeewoman, pledged 
to support the Democratic nomi- 
nees, and vowed “to walk out all 
the way to Los Angeles” if neces- 
sary to gain recognition. 





The group's resolution on John- 
son endorsed him as “a favorite 
son nominee” and instructed sup- 
port for him as long as his name 
is before the national convention. 


Rev. Bryant told the orig- 
inal convention before the bolt 
that it was “not a fan club” for 
anyone. He said he favored John- 
son “as a favorite son candidate” 
and will “fight for him” but if 
Johnson loses won’t come back to 
Texas “to join a fan club for Mr. 
Nixon.” 


Allen Maley Jr., secretary-treas- 
urer of the Dallas AFL-CIO Coun- 
cil, was on the platform when the 
rump convention went for John- 
son without a dissenting vote; so 
was Bob Mayer, Dallas head of 
Americans for Democratic Action. 
Most of the Negro convention del- 
egates had walked out, too. 


Humphreys this year. cut 
Drake’s chairmanship margin 
from 13,000 votes in 1958 to slight- 
ly under 3,000. Drake's big guns 
came from the 100-series of vot- 
ing boxes, where he carried 58 
to 70 (this encompasses the Park 
Cities and North Dallas). Else- 
where in the county, Humphreys 
carried about 80 percent of the 
precincts. He is counting upon 





“name familiarity” built up in two 
campaigns to win in 1962, when 
Drake is expected to bow out 


Atty. Oscar Mauzy, Jr., a check 
list in his hand, took painstaking 
care to make sure the rump con 
vention went through all the for 
malities necessary to make it 
legal convention. 

The rumpers tagged a 
pledge onto their pro-Johnson 
resolution, vowing to support the 
Democratic nominee whomever he 
may be. They also called for a 
constitutional amendment to d 
away with the poll tax. 


“This will be the body seated 
in Los Angeles,” Humphreys told 
the cheering bolters. “We're go 
ing to solidify for the Democrati: 
victory in 1960.” 


a 


loyalty 
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penter to build a barn."’ This drew 
a barrage of boos. 

“Personally, I am for Lyndon 
Baines Johnson for president,” he 
finally said. And then he pro- 
ceeded to tell why: 

1. He’s the best man for the job. 

2. He’s the only man the Demo- 
crats can elect. 

3. He’s a Texan, 

4. “Our present need is for a 
man of his particular talents.” 

He mentioned Johnson is not 
blessed with an abundance of col- 
lege degrees. “I think a man can 


| get too smart,’” said Gossett. 


“We have gone a long way to 
eliminate racial prejudice . .. but 
we have not eliminated sectional” 

sexual,’ he called it the first 
“prejudice,” said Gossett. 
“We don't want strife among 
Democrats to hurt the 
chances of Lyndon Johnson,” he 
summed up. “Forget some of the 
petty things and think of the se- 
curity of our country .. . I hope 

all act from here on in a 
of harmony and promote 
best interests of Lyndon 


time) 


Texas 


we can 
Spirit 
the 


| Johnson.” ' 








TOUR FOR TEENS 


To Europe, Summer 1960 
For Students Ages 16-19 


Combine sight-seeing with 
first-hand study of social and 
political problems, with em- 
phasis on refugees. Interviews 
with government and civic 
leaders. 3 weeks at camp with 
European teenagers—3 weeks 
travel—7 countries including 
Yugoslavia. Limited to 20. Di- 
rected by young Quaker cou- 
ple with international work 
camp experience. $895 from 
New York City. 
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Let those flatter who fear, it is not 
an American art.—]J&FFERSON 


i Again 


Once again — oh, and again — the 
loyal Democrats of the state are see- 
ing Sen. Lyndon Johnson join forces 
against them with the enemies of the 
national party he is supposed to repre- 
sent. 

In the Travis County Democratic 
convention, Johnson turned on pro- 
Johnson liberal Stuart Long, who had 
gone the route for him, and supported 
for chairman instead Pearce Johnson. 
The latter Johnson managed William 
Blakley’s Austin campaign against 
Ralph Yarborough and will not, under 
questioning, say whether he voted for 
Eisenhower in 1952 and 1956. 

The loyal Democrats of Austin 
were denied their evident convention 
majority, Long was defeated, the del- 
egates to the state convention include 
such men as George Sandlin (the 
Kisenhower leader of 1952 and 1956), 
and the delegates are not pledged to 
support the nominees because John- 
son’s chairman denied them the floor 
for the motion. 

In Houston, Johnson paid the price 
of his past history of denying the 
liberals convention majorities by his 
unholy coalitions. The liberals, ener- 
vated by the bleakness of the prospect 
of going to conventions only to wind 
up committed to him, lost the county 
convention and honestly so conceded. 
Johnson was jubilant. Who won the 
county convention? “Freedom in Ac- 
tion.” [Eisenhower Democrats,  so- 
called, thundered applause every time 
the Democratic Party was abused. 
Hall Timanus, vice-chairman of 
“Democrats for Eisenhower” in Hous- 
ton, was a key floor leader, Not only 
did these birds refuse to pledge to 
support the nominees; they refused 
to pledge to Johnson. 

The liberals, naturally, also spurned 
the man who was once again proving 
that whatever his face in Washing- 
ton, in Texas it now bears a cold 
frown for liberal Democrats. 

In Dallas he threw in with FLA. 
and the Ed Drake Eisencrats. Judg- 
ing from reports from Jefferson 
County, where a liberal lost to John- 
son's candidate by a hair, he threw 
in with the right there, too. He made 
bed with liberals and labor in San 
Antonio, evidently because the con- 
servatives there made it obvious too 
early that they don’t want anything 
to do with him. 

Johnson’s forces have displayed 
their unwillingness to require that 
delegates to the county and state con- 
ventions be pledged to support the 
eventual nominees of the Democratic 
Party. The reason is simple. Without 
Republicans masking as Democrats 
Johnson would not have majority con- 
trol in Texas. 

It seems obvious that state conven- 
tion delegates who |select the Texas 
delegation to Los Angeles ought to be 
people who intend to support the 
Democratic nominee. It certainly is 
clear that people who intend to vote 
for Nixon in November if Johnson 
is not nominated have no business in 
the June 14 convention. 

The issue will be carried into the 
state convention June 14, and, if nec- 
essary, to Los Angeles. In that process 
Johnson’s candidacy is, of course, 
damaged, That can cause little con- 
cern to people who are not for him. 
anyway, and who owe him none of 
the celebrated obligations he has spent 
his political lifetime developing. 





Johnson Compromises on Loyalty Pledge 


AUSTIN 

In my opinion, Senator Johnson has 
made a tactical error which will cost 
him the opportunity to be the Demo- 
cratic nominee for President in 1960. 

In the Travis County Democratic 
convention on May 14th, Senator 
Johnson was the choice of both fac- 
tions. Why was he influenced to take 
sides? When Secretary of State Zol- 
lie Steakley stated in his speech nom- 
inating Pearce Johnson as permanent 
chairman of the covention that he 
was authorized to say that both Sena- 
tor Johnson and Governor Price Dan- 
icl personally wanted Pearce Johnson 
elected over Stuart Long, Senator 
Johnson thereby abandoned the loyal 
Democrats and joined forces with a 
group largely made up of Eisenhower 
Democrats. It is my opinion that in 
view of the history of past Demo- 
cratic conventions, the national party 
will not permit the party machinery 
in Texas to again fall into disloyal 
hands. 


As EVERYONE. who has 
had only a cursory acquaintance with 
politics in Texas since 1944 knows, 
the hard core of the conservatives are 
in national political campaigns a 
strong, reliable arm of the Republican 
Party. Senator Johnson knows this 
as well as anyone. In 1944 he walked 
out of the Senate chamber in the Cap- 
itol building in Austin where the state 
Democratic convention was_ being 
held, and joined a rump convention in 
the House of Representatives. The 
issues were then substantially the 
same as they are now. 

The night before the convention, 
Governor James V. Allred had ad- 
dressed a large assemblage of loyal 
Democrats in the Driskill Hotel in 
Austin and revealed the plan of the 
Texas Regulars to take over the con- 
vention and steal the presidential elec- 
tion by electing electors who would 
cast the state’s electoral college vote 
in November for the Republican can- 
didate. In order to try to prevent this, 
the loyal Democrats bolted the con- 
vention the next day, and Congress- 
man Lyndon B. Johnson was among 
the bolters who organized a rump 
convention. 

Both conventions elected delegates 
to the Democratic national convention 
in Chicago and both were seated, each 
being given one-half of the Texas 
vote. The loyal Democrats won the 
September state convention by 44 
votes and elected electors to take the 
place of the electors selected by the 
Texas Regulars at the Austin May 
convention, After a court fight, the 
Supreme Court upheld the electors 
elected by the September convention 
and ordered their names printed on 
the presidential ballot. 

In the 1948 state Democratic con- 
vention in Fort Worth, the loyal 
Democrats were in firm control. It 
was this convention that held the elec- 
tion contest over the 87-vote differ- 
ence between Governor Coke Steven- 
son and Congressman Lyndon _ B. 
Johnson and ratified the nomination 
of Mr. Johnson as United States sen- 
ator, 

In 1952 we had the fight all over 
again. Alerted by the anti-Democratic 
speeches and political manipulations 
of Governor Allan Shivers, Walter 
Hall of Galveston County and_ the 
writer tried to organize the Democrats 
over the state to prevent the presi- 
dential election from being stolen. 
Following the example of Senator 
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Fagan Dickson 


Johnson in 1944, we advocated rump 
conventions, where regularly consti- 
tuted Democratic conventions refused 
to pledge support for the Democratic 
nominees for president and vice presi- 
dent. There were county rump'con- 
ventions all over Texas, culminating 
in a state rump convention in San 
Antonio, Texas. Both conventions 
elected delegates to the national Dem- 
ocratic convention in Chicago. 

Senator Johnson was conspicuously 
absent during the pre-convention ma- 
neuvers, and during the convention in 
Chicago he stayed away from the loyal 
Democrat delegation from Texas. The 
result was that the Dixiecrat group 
headed by Governor Shivers was 
seated at the Democratic convention. 
Soon after Governor Shivers returned 
to Texas, he had the state Democratic 
executive committee endorse the Re- 
publican nominee for president, and 
Governor Shivers campaigned for the 
Republicans. Senator Johnson was 
noticeably absent from Texas during 
most of the presidential campaign in 
1952. 

In 1956, Speaker Sam Rayburn 
faced up to the crisis that the Texas 
Democrats were again confronted 
with and maneuvered Senator John- 
son into a contest with Governor 
Shivers for leadership of the Texas 
delegation to the Democratic national 
convention. With the aid of the loyal 
liberal Democrats, Senator Johnson 
won. Very few of the loyal Democrats 
were included in Senator Johnson’s 
delegation to the national convention. 
The Texas delegation never was able 
to record a vote in the convention for 
either the presidential or vice presi- 
dential nominees. Adlai Stevenson lost 
Texas again in 1956. 


MA ny of the loyal liberal 
Democrats had concluded that Sena- 
tor Johnson would not permit himself 
to be compromised on the party loyalty 
question in 1960. National Chairman 
Paul Butler had already issued a man- 
ifesto to the effect that where there 
were two delegations from a state, the 
credentials committee to the national 
convention would recommend the 
seating of the delegation which had 
taken the pledge. Governor Daniel 
had included support of all Demo- 
cratic nominees, national as well as 
state, in the so-called three-point pro- 
gram adopted by his state Democratic 
executive committee. Both groups in 
the Travis County Democratic con- 
vention on May 14th were glad to 
support a native Texan and fellow- 
townsman in his bid for the party 
nomination for president. “LBJ All 
the Way” meant an endorsement of 
Johnson as an individual to the Eisen- 
hower Democrats; whereas, to the 
loyal Democrats it meant support of 
Johnson as a candidate as long as he 
had a chance at the nomination and 
support of the Democratic nominee 
whether it was Johnson, Kennedy, 
Symington, or Stevenson. 


About the Author 


AUSTIN 
Our guest columnist this week is 


Fagan Dickson, Austin attorney, life- 


long Democrat, and presently a mem- 
ber of the state Democratic exccutive 
committee, 


> 

Senator Johnson chose the Eisen- 
hower Democrats. Mayor Tom Miller, 
a stalwart Johnson supporter and his 
campaign manager in Travis County, 
had agreed to make the keynote speech 
if the loyal Democrats won. Long, an 
ardent Johnson supporter, was the 
candidate of the loyal Democrats for 
permanent chairman. The opposition 
placed in nomination Pearce Johnson, 
a former county campaign manager 
for William A. Blakley and long 
identified with Eisenhower Demo- 
crats, but no relation to the senator. 
The vote was going to be very close, 
but regardless of which side won, the 
convention would have passed the 
Johnson for president resolution. For 
some inexplicable reason, Senator 
Johnson chose to reject his loyal lib- 
eral friends and to repudiate his old 
friend Long. 

The county Democratic executive 
committee had met one hour preced- 
ing the cotinty convention and seated 
a 22-vote anti-Long delegation from 
Precinct No. 132 where no delegation 
had been chosen prior to adjournment 
of this precinct convention. Also, the 
county executive committee had re- 
fused to seat a 22-vote pro-Long dele- 
gation from Precinct 235 which had 
been late in filing its credentials with 
the county clerk. Even with these de- 
cisions in his favor, Pearce Johnson 
won by only 23 votes out of 560 total 
votes casts. 

The corivention was hardly under 
way when the committee on delegates 
presented their proposed list. It did 
not include Senator Ralph Yarbor- 
ough. It did not include many of the 
loyal liberal leaders who had support- 
ed the Democratic Party and Senator 
Johnson over the years. It did not in- 
clude Stuart Long, who had mag- 
nanimously moved after his defeat to 
make the vote for Pearce Johnson 
unanimous. 

The resolutions committee was con- 
sidering a loyalty pledge resolution, 
presented by Creekmore [‘ath, and it 
had not reported anything except a 
Johnson for president resolution and 
a resolution commending Governor 
Daniel, both of which were passed. 
As-soon as the chairman called for 
a vote on the report of the committee 
on delegates, Mike Levi, who had 
made the nominating speech for Long, 
asked the chairman if he would ac- 
cept an amendment to the report re- 
quiring the delegates to take a pledge 
to support party nominees. The chair- 
man, Pearce Johnson, whom Senator 
Johnson had supported, told Mr. Levi 
that he would not and that he was 
opposed to the pledge. At that point, 
the chairman signaled one on the op- 
position floor leaders wh promptly 
made a motion to adjourn. The “ayes” 
and “noes” were called for and the 
chairman adjourned the convention. 

Mr. Fath came out of the resolu- 
tions committee and tried to reassem- 
ble the loyal delegates, but the lights 
were turned out and the sound cut 
off. They moved outside of the con- 
vention hall and proceeded to hold a 
rump convention, which promptly 
adopted the loyalty pledge. 


THE HISTORY of the 
fight over the loyalty issue in Texas 
should be enough to convince any hon- 
est Democrat that the opposition has 
ulterior motives. The outcome of the 
presidential election in Texas in No- 
vember and conceivably in the nation 
may depend on how the loyalty issue 
is resolved. If disloyal Democrats are 
again permitted to represent the Dem- 
ocratic Party in the national conven- 
tion, the party organization will be 
weakened and Mr. Nixon will stand 
a good chance of carrying the state - 
in November. 

:ven though Senator Johnson might 
browbeat his delegation to the Los 
Angeles convention into taking a 
backhanded, watered-down pledge, like 
Governor Shivers did in Chicago. in 
1952, he cannot change their political 
philosophies. When the fall campaign 
rolls around, we will see many of these 
same people, true to their political 
faith, working feverishly with the 
“Democrats for Nixon.” 

Facan Dickson 


Party Loyalty Issue Flares Up 


(Continued from Page 1) 
stration” that Democrats can win 
with Johnson in November. “What 
has been won in Texas can be 
won at our Democratic national 
convention,” he said 

Johnson forces stated that out 
of 225 counties reported to them, 
219 counties with 1,945 delegate 
votes were committed to Johnson, 
while six counties with 315 votes 
failed to adopt a pro-Johnson res- 
olution. There will be 2,312 votes 
in the convention. 


The six counties not passing the 
Johnson resolution, said Johnson 
sources: Harris, Denton, Garza, 
Kimble, Newton, and Winkler. 
Another was Shackelford, firmly 
under anti-Johnson conservative 
control. 

“There is no possible doubt,” 
Blackmon said, “but that the dele- 
gation (to the national convention) 
will be pledged 100 percent to 

aj-yndon Johnson and party loyalty 
with instructions to work ener- 
getically and with determination 
until it secures his nomination for 
president.” 

Gov. Price Daniel said, “Con- 
ventions (Saturday) clearly show 
that a great majority of Texas 
Democrats favor Sen. Johnson for 
nomination for president. I believe 
this will be the end of splinter 
groups such as the DOTC and that 
most Texas Democrats will unite 
to work for a stronger party in 
our state and for our Texas can- 
didate for president.” 


Loyalty Issue 

However, the issue of party loy- 
alty could cause Johnson a lot 
more trouble than it already has. 


Blackmon’s reference to party | 


loyalty confirmed the Observer's 
earlier understanding from 
Austin loyalist Stuart Long that 
Johnson will expect the national 
delegation to be pledged to the 
eventual nominees. Whether he 
can get agreement from the Hous- 
ton conservatives on this point 
will be a close question but he 
expects to carry the convention 
on it. 

Creekmore Fath, secretary- 
treasurer of the Democrats of 
Texas Clubs, made it clear that 
there may be a fight for a party 
loyalty pledge for all delegates to 
the state convention. 

“They’re saying that people who 
will not support the nominees can 
choose the delegates who will,” 
Fath said. “Why should we allow 
disloyal people to choose delegates 
to the national convention? We 
think that not only should the 
delegates be loyal, but the people 
who choose them should be loyal.” 

Tuesday Daniel called attention 
to his three-point program, which 
includes support for the presiden- 
tial nominees. Fath said that the 
point was pledged loyalty from 
state convention delegates, which 
he said Daniel‘s program “doesn’t 
touch.” 

Johnson forces, evidently fear- 
ful that a pledge binding on their 
state convention delegates would 
tear up some conservative Johnson 
support, are plunking for binding 
the national delegation only. 

Sam Low, Houston leader for 
Johnson, said, “It seems to me 
that somewhere along the line, the 
Democratic Party in Texas will 
have to indicate that they are 
Democrats and will stay with the 
party.” 

Woodrow Seals, Harris County 
Democratic chairman, said, “Lyn- 
con Johnson can’t take a delega- 
tion to Los Angeles unless it is 
pledged to support the party. I 
do not feel that the state conven- 
tion can afford to seat any dele- 
gation unwilling to take the loy- 
alty pledge. The big question at 
Austin will be: will the conserva- 
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tives take it? I don’t think they 
can expect to be seated unless 
they take a definite pledge .. .” 
On this basis Seals said he thought 
the Harris liberals had a good 
chance of being seated at Austin. 

Garth Bates, chairman of the 
conservatives from Houston, said, 
“I don’t see why the loyalty issue 
should come up at the state con- 
vention, although I have never at- 
tended one. I would assume that 
our delegation would be seated 
since at the county convention we 
had a majority of the delegates.” 

Jerry Holleman, state president, 
Texas AFL-CIO, said the bolts 
Saturday were caused by the party 
loyalty issue, not the question of 
supporting ~ Johnson. Without a 
party loyalty oath, he said, party 
leaders could repeat their 1952 
and 1956 defections. 

Asked by AP if the bolts meant 
the loyalists have “pulled out on 
Johnson,” Holleman replied: “That 
isn’t the question. He has pulled 
out on us. In Travis County we 
told the Johnson people in advance 
that we would have a loyalty res- 
olution, and they refused even to 
let us bring it up.” The Johnson 
convention pledged to work to get 
the nomination for Johnson but 
not to support whoever is nom- 
inated, Holleman said. 

In a release, Fath said loyal 
Democrats “will not stand idly by 
while the ‘Johnson in July but 
Nixon in November Democrats’ ” 
try to seize the party machinery. 

“We are going to keep their Re- 





publican feet to the Democratic 
fire and make the June 14 state 
convention pass a loyalty pledge,” 
Fath said. “We are going to keep 
the pressure on Daniel and John- 
son so that they will force a loy- 
alty pledge down the throats of 
Ed Drake and Manuel DeBusk 
and J. W. Hassell, Jr., and Hunter 
McLean and Mike Butler and 
George Sandlin and George Charl- 
ton and Hall Timanus and James 
P. Bailey and Dr. Ira Kohler and 
the rest...” 

Fath said he had reports from 
38 counties other than the four 
where bolts occurred whose dele- 
gates will insist on party loyalty 
at the state convention. 


County Results 

In Jefferson County, Johnson 
forces led by Gilbert Adams, at- 
torney, barely won the conven- 
tion chairmanship for Adams, 
698-688, defeating liberal candi- 
date Ivan Hollier. Adams charged 
“Hitler tactics” in the refusal of 
the county committee to seat some 
pro-Johnson precinct delegations. 

Nueces County, where, the Cor- 
pus daily said late last week, 95 
percent of the precincts endorsed 
Johnson, Johnson was endorsed 
with 400 votes. John Kennedy re- 
ceived 25 votes, Adlai Stevenson 
20, and Stuart Symington 3. 

Freedom in Action, in coalition 
with conservative Paul Nye, the 
county chairman, was given 14 
delegates to the June 14 state con- 
vention and co-chairman of the 





delegation. The county has 
delegates. 

Liberals had planned to rump 
the Corpus convention unless 
party loyalty oath was passed. At 


41) 


first the resolutions committee 
proposed to “rededicate’’ efforts 
for Democratic nominees. Atto: 


ney Jim Wolf told the committees 
this was weasel-worded. Ce 
Purney, a Johnson leader, saw n 
reason why delegates to the stats 
convention should not be pledged 
to Democratic nominees 
pledge passed the convention 
Lubbock County pledged 
Johnson with only a 
lifted above the applause, the Lut 


few 


bock Avalanche-Journal reported.} ¢ 


No party loyalty pledge 
passed. 

Denton County did not pass 
Johnson resolution, endorsed Mrs 
Randolph, and favored party | 
alty. 

Orange County, with a coalit 
of liberals and conservatives bs 
ing down a group of young c 
servatives, backed Johnson 
Daniel. 

Midland County endorsed Jo} 
son, with three precincts abstair 
ing because the convention chai! 
man, Frank Bezoni, refused t 
the loyalty question reach 
floor. 


Randolph Issue 

Meeting Tuesday, the state Den 
ocratic executive committ-« 
authorized chairman J. Ed C 





Rev. Jones Alleges 


DALLAS 


The Rev. Ashton Jones, 
grizzled-bearded after 13 days 


‘in the Harrison County Jail 


at Marshall, says Sheriff Earl 
Franklin threw him down 
four steps of a flight of iron 
stairs, then stood by while 
deputies continued kicking 
him to the bottom. 

Skinny and 63, the Los Angeles 
minister said he was ‘bruised and 
sore the next day, but suffered 
no serious injuries. 


He was released from the jail 
last week on $456 bond posted 
through Marshall attorney Frank- 
lin Jones. He immediately went 
to Dallas, having been told while 
in custody he would be arrested 
and re-arrested if he persisted in 
staying in Marshall. 


The Rev. Mr. Jones, who led 
a sit-in demonstration here in late 
April, was arrested on the Wiley 
College campus and charged with 
vagrancy. Refusing to pay a $200 
fine, he was held in jail. 

The minister said he aroused 
Sheriff Franklin’s ire because he 
kicked on the iron door of a soli- 
tary confinement cell into whicl? 
he had been placed because he 
wanted to place a long distance 
call to a friend in Dallas. 

“Earlier in the day Sheriff 
Franklin had permitted me to try 
to get the call through,” the Rev. 
Jones said. “The party was not 
at home, and the sheriff left the 
jail. 

“The jailer refused to let me try 
my call again about two hours 
later. I asked him to talk to the 
sheriff, that the sheriff had said 
it would be OK. He refused again. 
I told him to try or that I would 
fight back the only way I knew 
how, by making noise.” 

Thirty minutes passed. The Rev. 
Mr. Jones began banging an iron 
shutter on his cell door. 

“The jailer came back with a 
rawhide whip and slashed at my 
arms through the opening,” the 
minister said. “He hit me on the 
hands and wrists. I continued 
banging and he finally locked the 
shutter.” 





The Rev. Mr. Jones says he 
then lay flat on his back, closed 
his eyes, and started getting his 
evening exercise by kicking on 
the cell’s iron door. “It was loose 
and had a lot of play,” he said. “It 
made a wonderfully loud noise.” 

The jailer then summoned two 
Negro trusties, the preacher's pri- 
mary mode of locomotion during 
his Marshall visit. They carried 
him to the second floor of the jail 
and threw him into the “sweat 
box,” a windowless iron cell about 
four feet square, he said. 

“That was OK, too,” said the 
minister. “I started kicking the 
door again and the jailer stood 
there and cussed. Finally Sheriff 
Franklin and a whole bunch of 
deputies came in. 

“Sheriff Franklin reached into 
the ‘sweat box’ and grabbéd me 
by the front of the belt. I was 
limp, and he snatched me out 
and shoved me down a flight of 
steel stairs toward the ground 
floor. 

“I was so limp I rolled only a 
few steps. Then the deputies 
stepped in, cursing all the while, 
and kicked me and shoved with 
their feet until I was at the bot- 
tom.” 

The Rev. Mr. Jones said Harri- 
son County deputies tossed con- 
stant jibes and curses at him dur- 
ing his confinement. “Dirty nigger 
lover” was one of the milder of 
the epithets, he said. 

Biggest material loss during his 
stay was a mailing list of thou- 
sands of persons throughout the 
United States, he said. 

Officers completely ransacked 
the house-on-wheels in which the 
Rev. Mr. Jones travels, strewing 
papers, books and files on the 
floor, he charged. 

Deputies also confiscated a pen- 
ciled list of Negro students from 
Wiley College who had partici- 
pated in sit-in demonstrations in 
segregated Marshall lunch count- 
ers during recent weeks. 

The name, address and tele- 
phone number of a Dallas news- 
paper reporter who covered the 
Rev. Mr. Jones's sit-in demonstra- 
tions in Dallas three weeks ago 
was also on the list. 





nally to appoint a credentials com- 
mittee on the loyalist rumps. 
Named to the group were SDEC 
members Dean Turner, Hal Wood- 
ward, Marvin Watson, Mrs. Bill 
Griffis, E. C. Pannell, and Wilson 
Rutherford. 


National committeeman Byron 
Skelton said the conventions re- 
flected greater harmony than in 
t years and predicted an 
LBJ All the Way” delegation for 
man whom we have a good 
to nominate and elect 


recen 


the 
chance 
president.” 

The question of Mrs. Randolph's 
e-election as national committee- 
oman may have been settled as 
Johnson was concerned by 
her rejection of overtures to fore- 
go a bolt in return for her assured 
She told a Johnson 
Houston her further 
ms included release from John- 
the first bailot in Los 
and Ralph’ Yarborough 
s, Texas delegation chairman. 


lar as 


re-election 
leader in 
after 


Angeles 


The Dallas News said it learned 

t Johnson “wants Mrs. (H. H.) 
Weinert to return to the national 
position she held from 1944 to 
state convention 
designate its choice for na- 

committeewoman, If Mrs. 
tandolph leads a loyalist bolt to 
Los Angeles, presumably her 
group will also designate a choice. 
The national convention would 
then have to decide which dele- 
1 to seat, - 


gation 


Johnson 








Abuses in Marshall 


The evening of the day the 
preacher got out of jail, the re 


porter noticed a strange noise on) 
his telephone. He remarked to a| v 


friend who came by later that, 
based upon what he knew about 
wiretapping from a military in 
telligence course, a tap was on 
the phone. 

The friend, who had 
training, agreed. The reporter 
marked at the time that the or 
persons who could benefit fro: 
information that went ove: 
phone would be rival suit 
whereupon he and the frien 
went into executive session 


sin 








Crouch Said Changed 


Sir: Your editorial 
punishment was a fine one, 
I agree that John Spiller is a mar 
of integrity and courage, but 
read with amazement 
sumption that “a similar conc 
informs the District Attorney 
Tarrant County.” It may be tl 
you judge Mr. Crouch by his re 
ord in the state legislature, whict 
indeed would lead one to expect 
him to be the humane official Mr 
Spiller promised to be if elected 
Unfortunately, and sadly for th 
of us who naively expected bett 
of him, Doug Crouch appears t 
be using his office as a spring 
board to something bigger, in the 
usual manner of politicians 


on capit 


your 


Several years ago, as state rer 
resentative from Tarrant County 
Doug Crough introduced in the 
legislature a bill abolishing capi- 
tal punishment—today, and eve 
since he became D.A., the 
young man demands the 
penalty in every case in which it 
might be remotely justified 
present law. 

In the past, Doug Crouch has 
been outspokenly liberal in race 
relations, and upon becoming | 
D.A., appointed a Negro assistant. | 
Yet in a recent rape trial, one of 


same 


death 


the two assistant D.A.’s conduct- | 


| essary 


case of beer and forgot about 
matter, 
For the rest of the night the 
iretappers—whoever they may 
enjoyed a full-volume broad- 
st from a radio placed next to 
telephone receiver and turned 
Dallas Police Department 
frequency, the reporter said. 
Evidently the Rev. Mr. Jones's 
ehicle was the object of the un- 
friendly attentions of someone in 
farshall. Some substance like su- 
g yy syrup had worked its way 
ito his crankcase and his motor 
had been completely ruined, he 
ld Dallas reporters. 


tne 


the 





Re skeet 


ng the prosecution was quoted 

the Star-Telegram as calling 
the defendant, a Negro accused of 
raping a white girl, a “black chim- 
panzee.” The other prosecutor, in 
ing up his case, demanded 

the jury that they find the de- 
fendant guilty and “show them 
(indicating by a sweep of his arm 
of Negro spectators 
that we won't 








a number 
eated together) 
Crouch, I believe, would have re- 
pudiated publicly such chauvinism 
D.A. Crouch couldn't care less, 
far as anybody knows. 
he who might have lighted 
p and led his age, falls back in 


7} 


Ichabod!! 
Allene McWhirter, Rt. 
104, Alvarado, Tex. 


3, Box 


For Stevenson 
Sir: Bravo!! It’s great to see you 


ome out for Adlai Stevenson. 


Your negative anti - Johnson, 
anti-Nixon reports have been nec- 
and important. Now it's 
time to come out for a positive 


| program, and the man who em- 


bodies that program. That man is 
Stevenson. 

Robert N. Jones, 3002 Dutton 
St., Dallas 11. 





Coalition Wins Bexar 


(Continued from Page 1) 

a handful of abstentions on the 

test roll call—abstentigns which 

in effect counted for the Cameron 

group—but Pena was elected 

chairman over Hubert Green, Jr., 

the conservative candidate. 
SAN ANTONIO 

The convention gave evidence 
that a liberal-labor organization 
as strong as Houston's is in the 
making. The prevailing coalition 
satisfied the Johnson group and 
also produced some of the most 
liberal resolutions ever passed at 
a Democratic county convention 
in Texas. Conservative Democrats 
were alarmed by the prospect that 
a “liberal-labor-Negro” coalition 
comparable to the Harris County 
Democrats was beginning to take 
hold. 

Almost every faction except the 
Shivercrat group and the pro- 
Stevenson independent liberals 
led by Mrs. Voigt felt they won at 
the convention. The Voigt group 
(deprecatingly called the “swim- 
ming pool” liberals by labor lead- 
ers and the “realist-liberal school 
of practical politicians”) were op- 
posed to the Johnson for Presi-' 
dent resolution and disappointed 
by their failure to show significant 
strength when passing on the roll 
call on the chairman. Mrs. Voigt 
was willing to deal with the Pena 
group for an uninstructed dele- 
gation, but the Pena group felt 
the outcome would be too close 
to risk losing to the Cameron side; 
when Mrs. Voigt then tried to 
take her people into Cameron’s 
camp te prevent a Johnson en- 
dorsement, voting for Green for 
chairman was too much for them. 

Pena—a strong Stevenson sup- 
poter in 1952 and 1956, and also 
leader of the Bexar Democrats of 
Texas Club—called on the con- 
vention to pass the LBJ resolu- 
tion, saying that he thought John- 
son deserved to be “favorite son” 
at the national convention in July. 


Compromise Prevailed 
Mrs. Voigt, in an interview 
with this reporter, accused Pena, 
labor, and Negro political leader 
G. J. Sutton of making a deal with 
County Democratic Chairman 
Jimmie Knight, a Johnson man. 
“They got together and made 
a deal,” she said. Pena got the 
convention chairmanship, receiv- 
ing pro-Knight precinct votes; 
Knight got his Lyndon Johnson 
resolution; G. J. Sutton got the 
resolutions “committee and his 
‘sit-in’ strike resolution; and 
Frank Brown got the chairman- 
ship of the delegates committee.” 
Brown, business agent for a 
San Antonio plumbers union and 
former state AFL-CIO education 
director, said, when queried by 
this reporter: 
“Sure we made a deal. It’s done 
every day in politics. A better 
word is compromise, which is a 





from every walk of life. There 
are labor union members, sure, 
but you will also find a corpora- 
tion president and many business- 
men on the list, along with many 
Latin-American and Negro citi- 
zens, You can’t call this undemo- 
cratic.” 

Brown, a strong Yarborough 
supporter, said that he had his 
own ideas about candidates, but 
that he—Brown—was not going 
to be among the men to choose 
the next president at the Los An- 
geles convention. 

Referring to the Johnson reso- 
lution, he said: “After all, it’s only 
a piece of paper.” 

Pena defeated Green by 549% 


votes against 397% votes for 
Green. 
Pena supporters frankly ad- 


mitted that Pena could not have 
been elected chairman without 
the support of Knight precincts. 
Pena’s strength lies on the heav- 
ily Latin-American west side and 
the heavily Negro-populated east 
side. 

Most of- the independent lib- 
erals located in the upper-income 
north side precincts passed on the 
roll call vote, but many chose to 
vote afterwards. Pena already had 
a majority of. over 100 votes. 

Pena was nominated by an in- 
dependent liberal—Maury Mav- 
erick, Jr., son of the famed late 
mayor of San Antonio and one of 
the leading New Deal congress- 
men from Texas during the '30s. 

Maverick—a strong Stevenson 
supporter in 1952 and 1956, who 
has said he will support Johnson— 
commended Pena in his nominat- 
ing speech, saying: “He is the man 
who did not run out on Adlai 
Stevenson in 1952 and 1956.” 


Liberal Resolutions 

The independent liberals could 
take consolation when the liberal 
resolutions were read to the con- 
vention. 

The resolutions also provided 
evidence to support the gloom of 
conservatives that a strong lib- 
eral machine has been born in 
the county. 

The resolutions: 

1. Commended Mrs. R. D. 
“Frankie” Randolph for her “cour- 
ageous efforts” on behalf of the 
Democratic Party and her work 
as national Democratic committee- 
woman; 

2. Commended Gov. Price 
Daniel, State Senator Henry Gon- 
zalez, and Rep. Franklin Spears 
for their fights against a general 
sales tax and against the pressures 
of lobbyists in Austin; 

3. Endorsed the 1954 Supreme 
Court decision on integration of 
the public schools, condemned 
other forms of racial discrimina- 
tion, and commended Negro citi- 
zens who participated in lunch 
counter demonstrations. 

4. Called on all delegates to sup- 
port the party nominees. 

5. Advocated repeal of the Tex- 





7. Endorsed the Federation of 
Teachers union. 

8. Endorsed the Forand bill on 
compulsory medical insurance for 
senior citizens and other welfare 
measures. 

9. Commended the 
Council of Churches. 

10. Called for equal rights for 
women. 


National 


WAYNE CHASTAIN 


Senate Runoff 
Foes Get Set 


vod Fifty supporters of Rep. R. 

L. Strickland, San Antonio, 
decided to spend $25,000 to try to 
defeat Sen. Henry Gonzalez in the 
June 4 runoff, the Express report- 
ed. Gonzalez meanwhile leaned 
on Strickland for co-authoring 
and introducing “a general sales 
tax bill,” Strickland’s H.B. 727. 

The decision of the Harris 

County Democratic executive 
committee not to put the desegre- 
gation election on the June 4 run- 
off ballot helped liberals Bill Kil- 
garlin and Chet Brooks in their 
runoffs, it is agreed, on the the- 
ory, that the issue would have 
brought out segregationists but not 
Negroes. Kilgarlin and Brooks 
also drew first positions on the 
ballot against their conservative 
foes, evidently an advantage in 
the big counties. 


Political Intelligence 


Maco Stewart, former chair- 
man of the Young Democrats 
of Texas, led Rep. Jerome Jones, 
Galveston, into their runoff al- 
most two-to-one. Stewart's idea 
of one-third natural resources, 
one-third corporate income, and 
one-third excise (sales) tax is at- 
tracting some attention among 
House members. 
w Inside estimates in Austin 
give Rep. James Turman, 
Gober, a substantial lead over 
Rep. Wade Spilman, McAllen, for 
the 1961 Speakership. 
The early reports which 
stated Rep. Zeke Zbranek 
lost to Sen. Neveille Colson by a 
5-1 margin were superceded by 
the final returns which gave Sen. 
Colson a two-to-one margin. 
Texas Manufacturers’ Assn. 
lobbyist Ed Burris, in his 
confidential letter to the mem- 
bers, while concerned about 
“broad crevices” in the Bexar 
County conservative organization 
and gradual “disintegration” of 
the conservative group in Tar- 
rant, celebrated the conservatives’ 
gains in Harris. Burris cited “ap- 
parent improvement in the rural 
areas” together with Harris off- 
setting the losses in Tarrant and 
Bexar for, says the House will be 
“about the same, perhaps a little 
more conservative,” than the 1959 
House. He does not allude, in his 











GOOD RUMP GROUP 
‘WILL BE SEATED’ 


(Continued from Page. 1) 
enthusiasm for the national Dem- 
ocratic Party among the people 
in the stands and the obvious 
coolness for the national Demo- 
‘cratic Party among the conserv- 
atives and Freedom in Action del- 
egates back in the field house. 

He recalled that the conserva- 
tives had cheered louder and 
louder during his reading of the 
executive committee report when 
reference was made first to “Tex- 
as Regulars,” then to “Dixiecrats,” 
“Shivercrats,” and “so-called Dem- 
ocrats for Eisenhower.” “Is there 
any question about who those 
people are inside?” Matthews 
asked. 

To a standing ovation, Mrs. 
Randolph, the national Demo- 
cratic committeewoman, came 
forward. 


‘On to Los Angeles’ 

“Fellow Democrats,” she began. 
There was a huge cheer. “.. . and 
I mean DEMOCRATS,” Mrs. Ran- 
dolph responded. “This is the hap- 
piest day of my life, to see you 
all here in support of the nomi- 
nees of the party for president 
and vice president, whoever they 
may be. And we are going to 
the state convention to support 
the party and we are going all 
the way to Los Angeles. 

“On the national committee, I 
have many friends, and I think if 
we take a real Democratic rump 
delegation to the convention, we 
will be seated. 

“So, let’s all go to tiie state con- 
vention and work with those oth- 
er loyal and liberal delegates of 
the Democratic Party—let’s all go 
on to the state convention and 
on to Los Angeles:” 

Matthews came back to the 
microphone while _ convention 
committees were meeting. “In 
view of what was going on in the 
field house,” he wanted to say a 


FIA on LBJ 


HOUSTON 

Freedom in Action delegates 
to the Harris County Demo- 
cratic convention came up 
with headbands which read, 
“All the Way Without LBJ.” 

One young lady, who said 
she was not a delegate, at- 
tended the liberals’ rump con- 
vention dressed in one of the 
LBJ sailor suits. 

Billy Goldberg, state Demo- 
cratic executive committee 
member, arrived at the rump 
convention wearing the “All 
the Way Without LBJ” hat- 
band. Showing it to the Ob- 
server, he said, “I’ve got this 
little souvenir I'm going to 
present to J. Ed Connally at 
Austin.” 

Connally is chairman of the 
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few words about the real nature 
of the Freedom in Action, Mat- 
thews said. : 

“It stands for the complete and 
utter destruction of the Demo- 
cratic Party,” Matthews said, “not 
only in Harris County but 
throughout the country. And it’s a 
funny thing, it also stands for the 
destruction of the Republican 
Party. It stands for the destruc- 
tion of our two-party system, 
which has helped to make our 
country great.” 

Matthews added that he hoped 
the defeats suffered by the loyal 
Democrats in the precincts would 
spur them to get out and work 
twice as hard. He urged them to 
vote for Price Daniel; to get the 
vote out for the Democratic nom- 
inee for governor in the Novem- 
ber general election. 

He told the loyalists that the 
votes of their precincts in the 
1962 Democratic county conven- 
tion would depend on how many 
votes are cast in them for the 
Democratic nominee for governor. 

Rep. Dean F. Johnston, defeat- 
ed for renomination on May “7, 
spoke up for help from the Demo- 
crats for Rep. Bill Kilgarlin, who 
led in his race for renomination 
and has a runoff to win, and for 
Chet Brooks, Houston Post make- 
up editor, who reached the run- 
off for the legislature also in his 
first try for public office. 

Johnston said he is staying in 
politics, and recalled how he has 
made a comeback twice in the 
past after defeats to go on to 
higher office. 

The convention elected Seals 
chairman and Matthews secretary. 
Then it shouted approval of 
Creekmore Fath, secretary-treas- 
urer of the Democrats of Texas 
Clubs, for national Democratic 
committeeman ‘for Texas, and 
Mrs. Randolph for re-election as 
national committeewoman. It 
called for the re-naming of Billy 
Goldberg and Mrs. Ellana Ball for 
state Democratic committeeman 
and committeewoman. 


Loyalty Pledge 

The convention decided to send 
as delegates to Austin to the state 
convention all Democrats who 
comprised the delegations from 
the precincts which had voted not 
to delete the pledge of party loy- 
alty from the executive commit- 
tee report. In addition, others 
were named who have demon- 
strated their support of the par- 
ty’s nominees. 

Committeeman Goldberg moved 
to make Sen. Ralph W. Yarbor- 
ough an honorary delegate from 
Harris County, and this was 
cheered through. 

The convention adopted three 
resolutions as follows: 

1. “To promote the development 
of effective Democratic processes 
in Texas elections, we support the 
abolition of the poll tax as a re- 
quirement for voting in Texas.” 

2. “Believing the Democratic 
Party at all levels has the right 
to expect loyal support from its 
officers and delegates, we pledge 
our active support to the platform 
of the Democratic Party and to 
the Democratic nominees for 
president and vice president that 
are selected by the Los Angeles 
Democratic convention in July, 
1960. Also, that we go to the 
Texas state convention instructed 
to work for the same loyalty reso- 
lution for all delegates from this 
state to the national convention. 

3.“We Democrats of Harris 
County endorse and support the 
re-election of Mrs. R. D. Ran- 
dolph: for national Democratic 
committeewoman for Texas.” 

AL HIEKEN 
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HOUSTON WINNERS SLAM LIBERALISM 


(Continued from Page 1) 
want a Johnson resolution intro- 
duced—“We're afraid of it,’’ Sam 
Low told the Observer—but did 
want an~uninstructed delegation 
not bound by the unit rule so the 
Johnson votes in the delegation 
could be recorded in the state 
convention. At the bre4&kup of the 
resolutions committee defeating 
even this concession to Johnson, 
a Johnson leader returned to a 
Johnson group including Low and 
Lloyd Hand of Johnson's staff and 
‘said, “We've been sabotaged.” 

The loyalists, having granted to 
the conservatives a two-to-one 
share of the contested precinct 
votes and thus convention control, 
offered a county committee report 
which pledged all delegates to 
support the nominees. Despite re- 
ports this pledge would be accept- 
ed, James Bailey, conservative 
leader, rallied the opposition, and 
on the test roll call, a strict lib- 
eral-conservative test, the pledge 
was defeated, 1907 and a half votes 
to 1621. 7 

Whereupon the loyalists bolted, 
pledged to support the nominees, 
endorsed Mrs. R. D. Randolph for 
re-election national committee- 
woman and Creekmore Fath of 
Austin, a Johnson foe, for national 
committeeman, and heard Mrs. 
Randolph vow “on to Los Angeles” 
and predict that a good rumping 
group of loyalists from Texas 
would be seated at the national 
convention. 


68 For, 50 Against 

According to the final tabula- 
tion of the results from the 266 
precincts in Harris County pre- 
pared by Pattie Polk, the conserv- 
atives’ organizer and secretary, 68 
of them endorsed Johnson and 50 
defeated Johnson resolutions. 

Dividing the delegations con- 
servative and liberal according to 
the test roll call of the county 
conyention on party loyalty, 43 
of the conservative precincts en- 
dorsed Johnson, and 38 voted 
against him; while among the 
loyalist precincts, 22 endorsed 
him, and 12 rejected him. 

In addition to the 108 precincts 
which took action for or against 
him, there were the 158 who took 
no action one way or the other. 

Miss Polk’s tabulation of the 
precinct conventions recorded, 
from the reading of the precinct 
minutes, that 20 of the precincts 
voted down resolutions to support 
the Democratic nominees, while 
another 40 precincts passed such 
resolutions. 


Overtures to Mrs. R. 

As they convened Saturday 
morning in the field house at Del 
Mar stadium, the 3,000 or 4,000 
delegates heard reports that on. 
the loyalist issue, the conserva- 
tives had decided to go along to 
prevent a bolt led by Mrs. Ran- 
dolph, but that they were afraid 
a roll call on the issue would tear 
them apart because FIA would 
not go along. This talk must have 
emanated from Johnson sources 
hoping to persuade the conserva- 
tives to take the pledge to fore- 
stall the bolt. 

Low and Jack Valenti, Johnson 
leaders, stated before the conven- 
tion took form that they did not 
think a pro-Johnson resolution 
would be brought up. 

In earlier overtures to Mrs. Ran- 
dolph through Jesse Andrews, the 
loyal Democrat attorney who 
worked with the Johnson group 
in Houston, Johnson’s forces in- 
quired. whether Mrs. Randolph 
would forego a bolt if she were 
designated national committee- 
woman again. 





The delegates were arrayed in 
stands on both sides of a basket- 
ball court, roped off to protect it 
from damage from the delegates’ 
shoes. At one end of the field 
house, the leaders of the two sides 
milled about—on the loyalist side 
county chairman Woodrow Seals, 
county party secretary Jack Mat- 
thews, Harris County Democrats 
organizer Bud Mozier, labor-loy- 
alist John Crossland; on the con- 
servative, James Bailey, Ed 
Stumpf of FIA, Hall Timanus, 
Garth Bates. Mrs. Randolph sat 
in the stands. 


Matthews submitted the report 
of the county Democratic execu- 
tive committee. 


“In establishing the roll of the 
convention,” the report said, “we 
have not been unaware that many 
conventions refused to declare 
their intention to support the nom- 
inees of the Democratic Party.” 
There was applause when Mat- 
thews read this. 


In some instances, the precincts 
“refused to support a single nom- 
inee of the party, leaving the in- 
escapable conclusion that these 
delegates are loyal to no possible 
candidate of the national Demo- 
cratic Party,” Matthews continued 
with the report. 


However, the county party’s 
agreed-up “fair play rules” had 
been followed “to the letter,” the 
report said, “so that the will of 
the majority of each precinct con- 
vention will prevail.” This brought 
loud applause. 


This, Matthews continued, was 
not only “the honorable course” 
but the one which was most likely 
in the long run to place the Dem- 
ocratic Party in the hands of loyal 
Democrats. 


But many resolutions had been 
forwarded from the precincts 
which, the liberals’ report said, 
“are in fact scurrilous attacks on 
the party” the delegates purported 
to represent. 


As Matthews read out the reci- 
tation of previous defeétions from 
the Democratic Party in Texas— 
Texas Regulars in 1944, Dixiecrats 
in 1948, Shivercrats in 1952, and 
“the so-called Democrats for Ei- 
senhower in 1956,” applause and 
cheers mounted. When he said the 
record and the resolutions from 
many precincts “would place their 
loyalty in question,” there were 
boos. 


(“There’s more,” Matthews said. 
“You ready?”) 


“Therefore,” the report contin- 
ued amid the rising disorder, “in 
order to assure ourselves that no 
delegates to the state or national 
convention will work in truth 
and in fact to destroy the Demo- 
cratic Party, confound its objec- 
tives, and defeat its candidates, 
it is necessary at the very earliest 
opportunity to adopt a declara- 
tion of intention to support the 
nominees of the national Demo- 
cratic Party, the pledge to be 
binding upon all delegates. 


“We recognize the right of 
every man as an individual to cast 
his vote independently and in 
accordance with his conscience,” 
but, the report reasoned, when 
he “represents others, he becomes 
the agent of Democrats only and 
the servant of the Democratic 
Party alone.” 


Therefore, the report declared, 
the delegates “each of us declare 
active support to the best of our 
ability” for the party’s eventual 
nominees. 


Bailey, speaking for the con- 
servatives, moved to delete the 
whole section on party loyalty. 
Speaking first for the loyalists 
was John Crossland. 





‘The Radical Right’ 

“I began taking the pledge and 
following the Democratic Party 
line in 1932 and I’ve never wav- 
ered,” Crossland began. “How can 
we, at this level, how can anyone 
feel that they don’t have an ob- 
ligation, that there can be any 
question that as a party officer 
they have a duty to support the 
nominees of the party, whoever 
they may be.” 


In past conventions the liberals 
thought they had won, he said, the 
conservatives’ “temporary roll’’ 
had been “the end of the ball 
game.” 


“In many of these conventions, 
words like ‘communist’ and ‘red’ 
were used. There were many of 
us that resented that deeply... . 


“A radical in the dictionary is 
just not ‘left,’ he can also be on 
the radical right. If a leftist can 
infiltrate an organization then a 
rightist can infiltrate an organiza- 
tion. 


“From time to time the Demo- 
cratic Party has been infiltrated 
by people who profess to be 
Democrats—they were nothing but 
Republicans working in the Dem- 
ocratic Party,” Crossland said to 
hearty applause. 


“I do not say this to any con- 
servative who practices what he 
preaches. My reference is to the 
extremists.” (“What's wrong with 
being right?” a heckler shouted.) 


Crossland continued: “One of 
the prime extremes is an organi- 
zation with a beautiful sounding 
name. They call it Freedom in 
Action.”’ 


There was thunderous applause. 

“This organization actually 
means Allan Shivers in Action,” 
Crossland said. “This infiltration 
of the Democratic Party to use it 
and cast aside is nothing but dis- 
loyalty.” 


“There is an extreme right and 
an extreme left—our people don’t 
want any extreme, right, left, 
north, east, south, or west,” Cross- 
land closed. “We just want to be 
Democrats.” 


Poll Taxes Stamped 

Bailey 
phone. 

“It begins to appear finally, per- 
haps,” he said, “that Democrats 
in convention assembled can dis- 
agree without being disagreeable.” 

(He called Crossland “my com- 
padre,”’ and a Latin voice called 
out to him, “Don’t use that word 
‘compadre’!”’) 

The loyalty pledge in the coun- 
ty committee’s report, Bailey said, 
“was an attempt to pass a resolu- 
tion by this convention before the 
convention was even organized. 
As such it has no place in a re- 
port—it’s out of order.” 


then took the micro- 
> 


He asked everyone io get his 
wallet and look at his poll tax 
receipt. “Is yours stamped Demo- 
crat?” he asked. “Yes” came an- 
swers. “That is your qualification 
for being here—no other,” Bailey 
said. 


“Do my good friends feel that 
to win a point or a vote that they 
can question the loyalty of any 
individual?” Bailey asked. (“Yes,” 
came one answer. “What about 


Allan Shivers’s loyalty?” came 
another.) 
The report and _  Crossland’'s 


speech, Bailey forged on, had been 
an attempt “to look back,” to 
strew “dead cats” on the conven- 
tion stage. “This convention is 
organized today to do what this 
convention wants to do.” 

He disapproved, Bailey said, of 
“a scurrilous attack on grass roots 
conventions,” and “scurrilous re- 
marks on the grass roots of our 
party.” 





During the ensuing roll call, 
Bailey came to the press table to 
say, “My point is, that it’s being 
brought up out of order.” Clearly, 
however, the practical question 
was party loyalty for the county 
delegates. The pledge was deleted 
from the report, 1907.5-1621. 


The Bolt 


Thereupon Seals recognized 
Crossland, who said: 


“It is clear by this majority 
vote that the delegates have re- 
fused to take the pledge to sup- 
port the nominees of the party 
Under those circumstances, there 
are those of us who have con- 
cluded that this is not a Demo- 
cratic convention.” 





“Get out,” “Good!” shouted 
hecklers. Waiting to continue, 
Crossland said, “I can take it—| 
I've taken it for 30 years and | 


I'll take it as long as I’m a loyal 
Democrat.” 


Seals left the hall with a suit-| 
case; Matthews, with a cardbox 
full of papers; the bolt was on. | 


Sam Low and Jesse Andrews of 
the Johnson forces stayed in the 
hall. Low explained that though} 
he and Andrews had lost their} 
precinct, which is in River Oaks 
they had carried it for Johnson 
and been placed on the delegates’ 
list “on sufferance,” with an im- 
plied understanding they would 
not act untowardly; so they were 
staying in the conservative meet- 
ing. 


‘Bailey took the chair tempora- 
rily and said, “We're going to pro- 
ceed with the organization of the 
Harris County Democratic con- 
vention.” 


Dr. Ira Kohler, conservatives’ 
defeated candidate for county 
Democratic chairman, then told 
the convention: “In my opinion, 
this is freedom in action in Amer- 
ica.” 


In this new context, Low told 
the Observer, “We're afraid of a 
Johnson resolution. We're afraid 
of it. I was for having a vote 
getting them on record. The ru- 
mor now is that there might be 
not a Johnson resolution, but an 
anti-Johnson resolution.” 


Garth Bates, the conservatives 
chairman, introduced Don Garri 
son, runoff opponent of Rep. Bill 
Kilgarlin (whom Garrison called 
“Walkout Willie”). Garrison 
he is “the conservative’s conserv- 
ative.” W. H. Miller, runoff op 


said 


ponent of liberal newsman Chet) 


Brooks, said he is “an independ- 
ent conservative.” 


The resolutions committee be 
gan its two-hour session. When 
the Observer sought to enter to 
cover it, Presley Werlein, the 
chairman rushed to him, open 
palm extended, and said, “This is 
a closed meeting.” Another report 
er obtained entry long enough te 
see Hume Everett, FIA keynoter 
“up there shaking his hand,” be 
fore he, too, was told to leave 


Perhaps the mood of the ruling 
conservatives about Johnson was 
conveyed by one young white 
haired man who said at the lead- 
ers’ area that Johnson unfairly 
won from Coke Stevenson and 
“has always been a liberal.” 


bunal 


“Our country over-all other 
countries”; lecal self-government 
and states’ rights; free enterprise; 
“the right of labor te organize, 
bat we denounce laber bosses”; 
“the federal government should 
withdraw from business”; reduc- 
tion of public debt and taxes; the 
Supreme Court “should be jur- 
ists”; “communists, fellow travel- 
ers, and other radicals should be 
immediately expelled from public 
office’; “the Texas Democratic 
Party is sovereign and should be 
controlled by Texas Democrats” 
for individualism, not “statism.” 


Other resolutions: 


Opposed repealing the Connal- 
ly Reservation to the World 
Court, “an essentially foreign tri- 
which may be “a stepping 
stone to complete world govern- 


ment 


Opposed urban renewal as “cen- 
tralization of federal power over 
and (a) violation of 
private property rights”; 


our cities 


Opposed metropolitan govern- 
ment (“Metro”) as “a long-range, 
well-designed plan starting at the 
local level” for “the ultimate es- 
of 





tablishment world govern- 


ment 


Favored “the right of every in- 
dividual to work without compul- 
membership in a labor or- 
ganization” and without any dues 
condition of employment; 


sory 


as a 


Opposed “subversion by pass- 

port that is, permitting “com- 
munists who are USS. citizens” to 
ise passports “in international 
on behalf of the interna- 
conspiracy”; 


travel 


tional 


Opposed high government 
spending as “leading to national 


bankruptcy”; 


Favored a state-supported Uni- 
versity of Houston; 


Advocated official Democratic 

operation in a referendum which 
was then scheduled for June 4 on 
desegregation. 


school 


Left their 1,100 delegates to 
Austin uninstructed but bound 
under the unit rule. 


Bates voice-voted the report 
through and adjourned at once. 

Bailey, a resolutions committee 
member, was asked if the dele- 
gation will be for or against John- 
son in Austin next month. “I don’t 
it depends on who has the 
he said. 

Werlein, asked about the gist 
of the Johnson debate in the com- 
said, “I would say his 
ame might have been men- 
yned R.D. 


Texas GOP 
Backs Nixon 


AUSTIN 

Republican county conventions 

n Texas generally endorsed Rich- 
ard Nixon for president. 

In Harris County, a strong feel- 

ing for Barry Goldwater for presi- 

dent was overridden as the coun- 


know 


muskets 


mittee 


r 


| ty delegates endorsed him for vice 


Texas Party ‘Sovereign’ | 


Already the conservatives had 
endorsed Mrs. 
Houston, for national committee- 


woman. Now Werlein read the 
resolutions of the convention 
First was a “party loyalty 


pledge” to “support Price Danie! 
and all other nominees of the 
Texas Demgcratic Party.” 


Second was a ‘catch-all resolu-| 


F. T. Baldwin, | 


président, 247 to 164 votes. 

The Houston GOP condemned 
Texas Democrats for inept han- 
dling of state finances and ad- 
vocated state-financed primary 
elections in Texas, as well as urg- 
ing against centralized govern- 
ment, Then endorsed seven can- 
didates for the Texas House of 
Representatives. 

Bexar County Republicans 
backed Nixon and endorsed Ike 


| Kampmann, Jr., for the state Sen- 


| 


tion which endorsed these ideas: | 


ate and four candidates for the 
Texas House. 
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Two More Cities’ 
Stores Integrate; 
Prof Says Fired 


BULLETIN 

Dr. John Westburg was fired 
Wednesday night by 9-0 vote of 
the governing officers of Pan- 
American College, Edinburg. 
Westburg on May 7 lost his race 
against Congressman Joe Kilgore, 
48,000-13,000. “This is political 
reprisal,” he told the Observer 
from Edinburg..“The sole cause 
for this is that I entered the race 
against Joe Kilgore.” He said his 
dean charged him with incompe- 
tence and undesirability but made 
no specific charges. Westburg will 
stay in the lower Valley if he can 
find a job and run against Kilgore 
again. “This should defeat Kil- 
gore next time, I think,” he said, 
since “he could have stopped it 
. to that extent he’s culpable.” 
@ Lunch-counter integration is 
now a fact in downtown 
Austin (exception: Renfro’s) and 
Dallas, where three S.M.U. stu- 
dents were served at Green's be- 
fore Rev. Ashton Jones’s publi- 
cized protest. Business and Negro 
leaders quietly agreed in Dallas; 
in Austin, a biracial committee 
announced its dissolution in view 
of the integration. Galveston and 
San Antonio earlier had integrat- 

ed lunch counters. 
@ Houston's Democratic execu- 
tive committee voted 98-43 
against a June 4/ election on de- 
segregation. The federal judge 
there denied a school board mo- 
tion for delay of the June 1 dead- 
line on an integratior plan. Dal- 
las hearing on the school board's 
step-a-year plan is set for May 25. 


The Week in Texas 


@ Gov. Price Daniel presented 
the same tax program he 
sought in 1959 to the tax study 
committee he has appointed. 
Comptroller Bob Calvert said 
Texas will be in the red $68 mil- 
lion at the start of the next bien- 
nium. 
o) Release of census figures 
caused protests from civic 
spokesmen in Austin (185,000 in- 
stead of the town fathers’ predict- 
ed 200,000) and Sweetwater (14,- 
000, a gain of only 300 in ten 
years). The Austin chamber of 
commerce unearthed 165 people 
not counted by the census, it said. 
A statewide committee for 
the abolition of capital pun- 
ishment is being formed with 
Harold Kilpatrick, executive sec- 
retary of the Texas Council of 
Churches, the head of it. 
@ John Milton Addison and six 
aides have been indicted. by 
a federal grand jury in’ Fort 
Worth on allegations of fraud and 
lies in selling securities. 
@ A district judge dismissed 
the suit to allow incorpora- 
tion of Impact near the city of 
Abilene. An appeal is planned. 
. A gas pipeline company sued 
the state protesting collection of 
the gas utilities enforcement tax 
under certain circumstances. In- 
volved: several millions of tax 
money. Protests against in- 
creased property valuations on 
Main Street business property in 
Houston are being filed. 
@ The University of Texas Re- 
gents elevated Dr. Logan 
Wilson to chancellor of the sys- 
tem and named Dr. Harry Ran- 
som, U.T. vice president, to the 
presidency. Wilson evidently de- 
cided not to accept the $30,000-a- 
year presidency of the American 
Council on Education, which he 
had been offered. 
@ William P. Hobby, Jr., son of 
the owners of the Houston 
Post, became its managing editor. 
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CITATION BY PUBLICATION 


rthouse of 
said county & the City of “Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at or before 
10 o'clock re Mu. of of the first Mon- 
day after the expiration of 42 days 
from date of issuance hereof; 
that is to say, at or before, 10 
o'clock A. M. of Monday the 27th 
day of June, 1960, and answer the 
petition of plaintiff in Cause Num- 
117,830, in which Jo Ann Lamb 


on the 10th day of May, 1960, and 
the nature of which said suit is 
as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment for plaintiff and against 
defendant for decree of divorce 
dissolving the bonds of matri- 
mony heretofore and now existing 
between said Ps plaintiff ale 
leges that os —— p= pee 
completel 
August eee and left tor parts 

unknown to plaintiff; aon * 
leges that defendant 
course of unkind, harsh, ani, ‘and 
tyrannical conduct toward iy 
tiff prior to their se 
continued until de’ Sodant” left 

laintiff; plaintiff alleges that de- 
lendant cursed and abused in- 
tiff, and that defendant struck and 
abused plaintiff, showing an utter 
disregard for plaintiff's health; 
plaintiff alleges that no children 
were born of this marriage, and 
no community property was ac- 
quired as result of this marriage; 


plaintiff — for udgment 
against defen t and for relief, 
general and special; 

All of which more fully appears 
from Plaintiff's Original Petition 
on file in this office, and which 
reference is here made for all in- 
tents and pu 8; 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 


serv 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my hand 
and the seal of said Court at of- 
fice in the Cit a Austin, this the 
10th day of 1960. 

O. T. MARTIN, JR. 

Clerk of the ee A cue 
Travis Count ty Tex: 

By A. E. JONES, Deputy 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

In the name and by the 

authorit the 

State of Texas 

Notice is hereby given as fol- 
lows: 

To: Mack Dennis, Pickens Den- 
nis, Alberta Dennis Lewis, Lena 
Dennis Bradford, Sophia Dennis 
Moore, Mack Dennis, Jr., Henry 
Dennis, Chets Dennis, Coots Den- 
nis, Horace Dennis, Will Dennis, 
Rainey Dennis, Janie Oliver, Lena 
Lewis, Lettie Goff, Maxie Reed, 
Raifetta Moore, Arthur Moore, 
and the unknown owner or own- 
ers of the property hereinafter 
described or any interest therein; 
the heirs and legal representa- 
tives and unknown heirs 
and legal representatives of each 
of the above named and mentioned 
persons who may be 
and the corporate officers, trus- 

kholders of 


tioned parties which may be cor- 
porations, defunct or otherwise, 

with the s, heirs 
and eastens of such corporate of- 
ficers, trustees, receivers, and 
stockholders, and any and all per- 
sons, adverse 








, and | parties herein, and all said partion 


y ‘in, 

the establishment = foreclosure 
of liens, if any, pay- 
ment of same, as by law. 
All parties to this suit, inc ~~ 

Plaintiffs, Defendants, and I 
venors, shall take notice Meat 
claims not only for any taxes 
which were delinquent on said 
property at the time of this suit 
bat filed but all taxes becoming 
uent ay at any time 
thereafter up to the day of judg- 
eee including all interest, pen- 
and ‘xo? allowed 7. law 
hereon, may, upon request there- 
be recovered herein bo 

further citation or notice to 


rovil 


shall take notice of and plead and 
answer to ail claims and pleadings 
now : 4 file and which may here- 
after be filed in said cause by all 
ed — herein, and a 

ing units above named 
= may intervene herein and 
set up their respective tax claims 
against said property. 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear and defend such suit = 
the first Monday after the 
tion of Forty two (42) Aa bem 
and after the date | 


0: such citation), 
before the onorable District 
Court, 53rd Judicial Pay my of 

to be held 
thereof, then 
show cause why 
judgment shall not be rendered 
‘or such taxes, penalties, interests 
and costs, and condemni: said 
property and ordering fo josure 
of the constitutional and statu- 
tory tax liens thereon for taxes 
due the Plaintiff and the taxing 
units parties hereto, and those who 
may intervene herein, together 
with all interest, penalties and 
costs allowed b Le up to and 
in neluding e of fu 
herein, and all outs of this suit. 
ed and given under my hand 
and _ of said court in the City 
of Austin, Travis ap , Texas, 
this 10th day of May A 
A. E. JONES, Deputy 
Clerk of the — Court 
Travis County, Texas. 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 
In the name and b: 


ity of the State of 
ms is hereby on as fol- 


To: Henry Powell, Oliver Pow- 

ell and wife, Charity Powell, the 
unknown owner or owners of 

property here! described or 

any interest therein; the heirs and 

legal tatives and the un- 

known irsjand legal represen- 

tatives of each of the above named 
ied persons who 

and the corporate 

receivers and 


A author- 


corporate officers, trustees, 
ceivers, and stockholders, and any 
and all — including adverse 
or “~ or 





owning or having or cl any 
legal or equitable interest in or 
lein upon the following described 
property, delinquent to Plaintiff 
erein, for taxes, to-wit: All that 
tract, or parcel of 
and being situated in 
the County of Travis, State of 
Texas, known and described as 
follows: Lot Three (3) in Block 
Sixteen (16), in the Foster Sub- 
division according to the map or 
plat of said Subdivision recorded 
in Volume 1, page 34, of the plat 
records of a County, Texas. 
Which said pooner A is — 
uent to Plaintiff xes 
ollowing amounts: $572.34, aa 
sive of interest, penalties and costs, 
and there is included in this suit 
in addition to the taxes all said 
interest, pay and costs there- 
= allowed by la 3% to and in- 


own. 

claiming any legal or le 
interest in or lien upon he fol- 
lowing described perty delin- 
quent to Plaintiff herein, for tax- 
es, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
tract, or parcel of land lying and 
being situated in the County of 
Travis, State of Texas, known and 
described as follows: The North 
mo (45) feet of Lot Seven 
M. i, w-* Subdi- 


Outlot Sixty-two 
sion in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, according 
to the map or plat of said Subdi- 
vision of record in Volume 720, 
e 1 of the Deed Records o: 
avis County, Bs 
Which said property is delin- 
uent to “Plaintiff for taxes in 
e f 





cluding the fa 
herein. 

You are hereby notified that 
suit has been brought by the City 
of Austin as go | = 
above named 


|) ex- 
clusive of inte: rest, penalties" and 
costs, and there is included in 
this suit in addition to the taxes 


of | ment, inclu 
alties, and costs allowed by law| 


ment herein. 
You are hereby notified that 


Cue f Austi Plai it, ngainet 
y o in as ntiff, 
the above named 


of the. taxes on said 

that suit = a pending 

rt of Travis County 
53rd Judicial District, and the 
file number of said suit is 117,279, 
that the names of all taxing units 
which assess and collect taxes on 
the property hereinabove de- 
scribed not parties to this 
suit are, NONE. 

Plaintiff and all other taxing 
units who may set up their tax 
claims seek recovery of delin- 
quent ad valorem taxes on the 
property hereinabove described, 
and in addition to the taxes all 
interest, penalties, and costs al- 
lowed by law thereon up to and 
including the day of judgment 
herein, and the establishment and 
poomerase of liens, if any, secur- 
-~ a by — of same, as pro- 


All 4, ‘to this suit, includ- 
ing Plaintiffs, Defendants, and 
Intervenors, shall take notice that 
ciaims not only for any taxes 
which were delinquent on said 
property at the time of this suit 
was filed but all taxes becoming 
delinquent thereon at any time 
thereafter up to the day of judg- 

ing all interest, pen- 


thereon, may, upon request there- 


parties herein, and all said par- 
ties shall take notice of and plead | 
and answer to all claims and 
pleadings now on file and which 
may hereafter be filed in said | 
cause by all other parties herein, | 
and all of those taxing units above | 
named who may intervene herein 
and set up their respective tax 
claims against said property. 

You are hereby comman ied to 
appear and defend such suit on 
the first Monday after the expira- 
tion of Forty two (42) days from 
and after the date of issuance 
hereof, the same being the 30th 
day of May A.D., 1960 (which is 
the return day of such citation), 
before the Honorable District 
Court; 53rd Judicial District of 
Travis County, Texas, to be held 
at the courthouse thereof, then 
and there to show cause why 
judgment shall not be rendered 
for such taxes, penalties, inter- 
ests and costs, ai condemning 
said property and ordering fore- 
closure of the constitutional and 
statutory tax liens thereon for 
taxes due the Plaintiff and the 
taxing units parties hereto, and 
those who may intervene herein, 
together with all interest, penal- 
ties and costs allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 
—_ herein, and all costs of this 
sui 

Issued and given under my hand 
and seal of said court in the City 
of Austin, Travis County, Texas, 
this 14 day of April 0 1960. 

A. E. JO) 


Clerk of the "District Court 
avis County, Texas 


THE STATE Ss 

COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

In the name and by vad author- 
ity of the State of Texa 

Notice is hereby oun as fol- 
lows: 

To: A. Cluck, Mrs. 
Davis, Cluck Ell Davis, Flora 
key, C P. Bailey, W. T. Davis and 

fe, Maude Davis, Preston Davis, 
Arnold Davis, Alton Davis and 


h | Ina Lou Davis, the unknown own- 


er or owners of the property here- 
inafter described or any interest 
therein; the heirs and 
resentatives 
heirs and legal representatives of 
each of the above named and 
mentioned persons who may be 
deceased; and the corporate offi- 
cers, trustees, receivers and stock- 
holders of any of the above named | 
or mentioned. parties which may 
be corporations, defunct or other-| 
wise, together with the successors, 
heirs and assigns of such cor- 
| porate officers, trustees, receivers, | 
| and stockholders, and any and all 
persons, yy | adverse claim-| 
ants, owning or having or claim- | 
legal or equitable interest 
ien upon the following de- 
roperty delinquent to 
erein, for taxes, to-wit: 


gal rep- 


ing an: 
in or 
scribed 
Plaintiff 


f| All that certain lot, tract, or par- 


cel of land lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis, State 
of Texas, known and described as 
follows: Lots Number Seven (7) 
and Eight (8), Block Six (6), in 
Bergman Valley View, a Subdi-| 
vision of a part of Outlot Sixty-| 





all said interest, penalties and 





an 
Travis as Defendants, te petition 


costs thereon, allowed by law up | 
to and including the day of judg- 


six (66), Division “O” in the City 
of Austin, according to the map| 
or plat of said Subdivision re- 


for, be recovered herein without | 
further citation or notice to any | 


to the ta 
said Gia penalties and —_ 
thereon, allowed by law u 
and including the day of an 
ment herein. 

You are hereby notified that 
suit has been brought by the City 
of Austin as Plaintiff, against the 
above named persons, and the 
State of Texas and the County of 
Travis and the Austin Independ- 
ent School District, as Defend- 
by a ——— filed on the 17th 

p— Fu March, 1960, in a certain 
suit styled City of Austin vs. D. A. 
Cluck, et al for collection of the 
taxes on said property and that 
suit is now pending in the Dis- 
trict Court of Travis County 53rd 
Judicial District, and the file 
number of said suit is 117 
that the names of all taxing units | 
which assess and collect taxes on 
the property hereinabove de- 
scribed not made parties to this 
suit are, NONE. 

Plaintiff and all other taxing 
units who may set up their tax 
claims seek recovery of delin- 
quent ad valorem taxes on the 
|property hereinabove described, 
}and in addition to the taxes all 
interest, penalties, and costs al-| 
lowed by law thereon up to and/| 
| including the day of judgment 
herein, and the establishment and 
foreclosure of liens, if any, se- 
— the — of same, as 
provided by la 

All parties to ‘this suit, includ- 
| ing Plaintiffs, Defendants, and 
| Intervenors, shall take notice that | 
| claims not only for any taxes| 
| which were delinquent on said | 

property at the time of this suit 
was filed but all taxes becoming 
delinquent thereon at any time 
thereafter up to the day of judg- | 








| quent to Plaintiff 


taxes all | Texas, 


rticularly described as 
ginning at the Northeast 
said 5); 
West along the North line of said 
Lot Five (5), thirty (30) feet for 
Northwest co : Sou 


thirty (30) feet to the East line 

of said Lot Five (5) for the South- 

east corner; Thence North along 

the East line of said Lot Five (5). 

one hundred ten (110) feet he the 
4 


same 
Dwight deed 
date, January, 28 D. 1935 x 
recorded in ‘Fy "516 at Page 
Deed Records of Travis 
County, Texas. 


404 of the 
Which said pro; 


propert: 


rty is delin- 
or taxes in the 
following amounts: $137.93, ex- 
clusive of interest, penalties and 
costs, and there is included in this 
suit in addition to the taxes all 
said interest, penalties and costs 
thereon, allowed by law up to 
and including the day of judg- 
ment herein. 

You are hereby notified that 


| suit has been brought by the City 


of Austin as Plaintiff, against the 
above nam persons, and the 
State of Texas and the County of 
Travis and the Austin Independ- 
ent School District, as Defend- 
ants, by petition filed on the 17th 
day of March, 1960, in a certain 


| ment, including all interest, pen-| suit styled = of Austin vs. O. B. 
alties, and costs allowed by law)| Gregg for collection of the taxes 
thereon, may, upon request there- | jon said property and that suit is 
for, be recovered herein without | now pending in the District Court 
further citation or notice to any|of Travis County 53rd Judicial 
parties herein, and all said parties | District, and the file number of 
shall take notice of and plead and | said suit is 117,308, that the names 
answer to all claims and pleadings | of all taxing units which assess 
now on file and which may here- | and collect taxes on the property 
after be filed on said cause by all| hereinabove described not made 
other parties herein, and all of! parties to this suit are, NONE. 
those wang units above named| Plaintiff and all other taxing 
who may intervene herein and| units who may set up their tax 
set up their respective tax-claims| claims seek recovery of delin- 
against said property. |quent ad valorem taxes on the 
You are hereby commanded to| property hereinabove described. 
appear and defend such suit on|and in addition to the taxes all 
the first Monday after the expira- | interest, penalties, and costs al- 
tion of Forty two (42) days from | lowed by law thereon up to and 
and after the date of issuance/including the day of judgment 
hereof, the same aos the 4 [— and the establishment and 
day of June A.D., (which is | foreclosure of liens, if any, secur- 
the return day of rr" citation), | ing the payment of same, as pro- 
before the Honorable District) vided by law. 
Court, 53rd Judicial District of} All parties to this suit, includ- 
Travis County, Texas, to be held/ ing Plaintiffs, Defendants, and 
at the courthouse thereof, then | Intervenors, shall take notice that 
and there to show cause why/claims not only for any taxes 
judgment shall not be rendered| which were delinquent on said 
for such taxes, penalties, inter- | property at the time of this suit 
ests and c2i:s, and condemning | was filed but all taxes becoming 
said property and ordering fore- | | delinquent thereon at any time 
closure of the constitutional and | thereafter up to the day of judg- 
statutory tax liens thereon for| ment, including all interest, pen- 
taxes due the Plaintiff and the! alties, and costs allowed by law 
taxing units parties hereto, and| thereon, may, upon request Tnere- 
those who may intervene herein,| for, be recovered herein without 
together with all interest, penal-| further citation or notice to any 
ties and costs allowed b law | nerties herein, and all said parties 
up to and including the day shall take notice of afid plead 
judgment herein, and all costs of} and answer to all @aims and 


and the unknown | 


L., ‘arid given under my hand | 
and seal of said court in the City | 
¢ Travis County, Texas, 

this a day of May AD., 1960. 


, JR. 
Clerk of the District Court 
Travis County, Texas 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 
In the name and by the author-/| 
ity of the State of Texas 
= is hereby given as ad 





low 

| To: O. B. Gregg, John Williams | 
jand wife, Mrs. John Williams, | 
Delia Williams, the unknown) 
owner or owners of the property | 
hereinafter described or any in- 
terest therein; the heirs and legal | 
| representatives and the unknown 
heirs and legal representatives of 
jeach of the above named and 
mentioned persons who may be| 
deceased; and the corporate offi- 
cers, trustees, receivers and stock- 
holders of any of the above named 
or mentioned parties which may 
| be corporations, defunct or other- 
wise, together with the succes- 
|} sors, heirs and assigns of such 
|corporate officers, trustees, re- 
|ceivers, and stockholders, and 
| any and all persons, including 
| adverse claimants, owning or hav- 
ing or claiming any legal or equi- 
table interest in or lien upon the/| 
following described property de- 
linquent to Plaintiff herein, for 
' taxes, to-wit: All that certain lot, 


| Court, 


| pleadings now on file and which 
may hereafter be filed in said 
cause by all other parties herein, 
and all of those taxing units above 
named who may intervene herein 
and set up their respective tax 
claims against said property. 
b . are hereby commanded to 
pear and defend such suit on 
| the first Monday after the expira- 


| tion of Forty two (42) days from 


and after the date of issuance 
hereof, the same being the 6th 
day of June A.D., 1960 (which is 
the return day of such citation). 
before the ionorable District 
53rd Judicial District of 
Travis County, Texas, to be held 
at the courthouse thereof, then 
and there to show cause why 
judgment shall not be rendered 
for such taxes, penalties, inter- 
ests and costs, and condemning 
said property and ordering fore- 
plemare of the constitutional and 
statutory tax liens thereon for 
taxes due the Plaintiff and the 
taxing units parties hereto, and 
those who may intervene herein, 
together with all interest, penal- 
ties and costs allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 
ment herein, and all costs of this 
suit. 

Issued and given under my hand 
and seal of said court in the City 
of Austin, Travis Couney Texas, 
this 2nd day of May A.D., 1960. 

O. T. MARTIN, nm 
Clerk of the District Court 
avis County, Texas 





THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

In the name and by the 

thority of the State of Texas | 

Notice is hereby given as fol-| ty 

| 


au- 


lows 

To: William Whitehead, John} 
Rosengreen, Thomas Eborn, John | 
A. Adams, McGilbry Barrow and/| 
Charlies I. Evans, and the un-/| 
known owner or owners of the 
property hereinafter described or 
any interest therein; the heirs and 
legal representatives and the un- 
known heirs and legal represen- 
tatives of each of the above named 
and mentioned persons who may 
be deceased; and the corporate 
officers, trustees, receivers and 
stockholders of any of the above 
named or mentioned parties which 
may be corporations, defunct or 
otherwise, together with the suc- 
cessors, heirs and assigns of such 
corporate officers, trustees, re- 
ceivers, and stockholders, and any 
and all persons, including adverse 
claimants, owning or having or 
claiming any legal or equitable in- 
terest in or lien upon the follow- 
ing described property delinquent 
to Plaintiff herein, for taxes, to- 
wit: All that certain lot tract or 
parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the County of Travis, 
State of Texas, known and de- 
scribed as follows: Lot One (1), 
Block One Hundred Eighty-eight 
(188) of the Original City of Aus- 
tin, Texas, according to the map 
of said City on file in the General 
Land Office of the State of Texas. 

Which said property is delin- 
uent to Plaintiff for taxes in the 

‘ollowing amounts: $136.94, ex- 
clusive of interest, penalties and 
costs; and there is included in this 
suit in addition to the taxts all 
said interest, penalties and costs 
thereon, allowed by law up to 
and including the day of 
ment herein. 

You are hereby notified that 
suit has been brought by the 
City of Austin as Plaintiff, against 
the above named persons, and the 
State of Texas and the County of 
Travis and the Austin Indepen- 
dent School District, as Defend- 
— petition filed on the 23rd 


udg- | the 


liam Whitehead, et al for collec- | 
tion of the taxes on said property | 


the District Court of Travis Coun- 

y 53rd Judicial District, and the 
file number of said suit is 117,375, | 
that the names of all taxing units | 
which assess and collect taxes on 
the property hereinabove de- 
scribed not made parties to this 
suit are, NONE. 


and that suit is now pending t 


for such taxes, penalties, inter- 
ests and costs, and condemning | 


closure of the constitutional and | 
statutory tax liens thereon for) 
taxes due the Plaintiff and the 
taxing units parties hereto, and | 


|} those who may intervene herein, 


together with all interests, penal- | 
ties and costs allowed by law up 
|to and including the day of judg- 


Plaintiff and all other taxing | ment herein, and all costs of this 


units who may set up their tax | 
claims seek recovery of delin-} 
quent ad valorem taxes on the 
property hereinabove described. 


and in addition to the taxes all) — this 25th day of April A.D.,| 


interest, penalties, and costs al-| 
lowed by law thereon up to and 
including the day of judgment 
herein, and the establishment and 
foreclosure of liens, if any, secur- 
ing the payment of same, as pro- 
vided by law 

All parties to this suit, includ- 
ing Plaintiffs, Defendants, 
Intervenors, shall take notice that | 
claims not only for any taxes/ 


which were delinquent on said | low 


property at the time of this suit 
was filed but all taxes becoming 
delinquent thereon at any time 
thereafter up to the day of judg- 
ment, including all interest, pen- 
alties, and costs allowed by law 
thereon, may, upon request there- 
for, be recovered herein without 
further citation or notice to any 
parties herein, and all said parties 
shall take notice of and plead and 
answer to all claims and plead- 
ings now on file and which may 
hereafter be filed in said cause 
4 all other parties herein, and 
1 of those taxing units above 
named who may intervene herein 
and set up their respective tax 
claims — tay prope: 
You are hereby commanded to 
appear and defend such suit on 
first Monday after the expira- 
tion of Forty toe (42) days 
and after e date of ice 
hereof, the same bons © 13th 
day of June A.D. 1960 (which is 
the return day of such citation), 


Travis County, ‘Texas, to 
vis County, as, 
atthe courthouse thereof, 


rom 





— $4 March, 1960, in a certain 
suit styled City of Austin vs. Wil- 


to show cause why 
ioe shall not be rendered 


| 


and | 


then | Block Twenty-two 


suit 

Issued and given under my 
hand and seal of said court in the 
City of Austin, Travis County, | 


O. T. MARTIN, JR 
Clerk of the District Court 
Travis County, Texas 

No 117,429 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

In the name and by the au- 
| thority of the State of Texas 

Notice is hereby given as fol- 


s: 
To: E. Marshack, Louchis Routt, 
Margaret Routt and Horace Rowe, 
and the unknown owner or own- 
ers of the property hereinafter 
described or any interest therein; 
|the heirs and legal representa- 
tives and the unknown heirs and 
legal representatives of each of 
the above named and mentioned 
persons who may be dece: 
and the corporate officers, trus- 
tees, receivers and stockholders 
of any of the above nam or 
mentioned parties which may be 
corporations, defunct or otherwise, 
together with the successors, heirs 
and assigns of such corporate of- 
ficers, trustees, receivers, and 
stockholders, and any and all per- 
sons, adverse 
owning or having or claiming any 
legal or \ ~~ interest in or 
lien upon the following described 
rw delinquent to Plaintiff 
erein, for taxes, to-wit: All that 
certain lot, tract or parcel of land 
— and being situated in the 
ounty of Travis, State < Texas, 
known and described as ows: 
Lots Five and Six (5 a3 6), 
(22), in 
John Dowell Subdivision, a 
of Outlots Thirteen (13) 








part | ti 
and 


said property and ordering fore- | 


in | th up to 
the —am, including all interest, pe 


Fag ay -nine (29) in Division “O” 
in the City of Austin according to 
the map or plat of said subdi- 
vision recorded in Volume 1, page 
63 of the Plat Records of Travis 
County, Texas. 

Which said property is delin- 
quent to Plaintiff for taxes in the 
following amounts: $182.80, ex- 
clusive of interest, penalties and 
costs, and there is included in 
this suit in addition to the taxes 
all said interest, penalties and 
| costs thereon, allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 
ment herein 

You are hereby notified that 
suit has been brought by the City 
of Austin as Plaintiff, against the 
above named persons, and the 
| State of Texas and the County of 
Travis and the Austin Independ- 
ent School District, as Defendants, 
by petition filed on the 29th day 
of March, 1960, in a certain suit 
styled City of Austin vs. E. Mar- 
shack, et al for collection of the 
taxes on said property and that 
suit is now pending in the Dis- 
trict Court of Travis County 53rd 
Judicial District, and the file 
number of said suit is 117,429, that 
the names of all “taxing units 
which assess and collect taxes on 
the property hereinabove de- 
scribed not made parties to this 
suit are, NONE. 

Plaintiff and all other taxing 
units who may set up their tax 
claims seek recovery of delin- 
quent ad valorem taxes on the 
property hereinabove described, 
and in addition to the taxes all 
interest, penalties, and costs al- 
lowed by law thereon up to and 
including the day of judgment 
herein, and the establishment and 
ye aye of liens, if any, secur- 

vided bel ; of same, as pro- 


All pe an to this suit, includ- 
ing Plaintiffs, Defendants, and In- 
tervenors, shall take notice that 
claims not only for any taxes 
wi were delinquent on said 
property at the time of this suit 
was filed but all taxes becoming 
delinquent thereon at any time 
ere: to the day of j 


and costs allowed by law 


for, be recovered herein without 
further citation or notice to any 
parties herein, and all said par- 
ties shall take notice of and plead 
and answer to all claims and 
pleadings now on file and which 
may hereafter be filed in said 
cause by all other parties herein, 
and all of those taxing units above 
named who may intervene herein 
and set up their respective tax 
claims against said property. 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear and defend such suit on 
the first Monday after the ex- 
piration of Forty two (42) days 
from and after the date of issu- 
ance hereof, the same being the 
13th day of June A.D., 1960 (which 
is the return day of such citation), 
before the Honorable District 
Court, 53rd Judicial District of 
Travis County, Texas, to be held 
at the courthouse thereof, then 
and there to show cause why 
judgment shall not be rendered 
for such taxes, penalties, inter- 
ests and costs, and condemning 
said property and ordering fore- 
closure of the constitutional and 
statutory tax liens thereon for 
taxes due the Plaintiff and the 
taxing units parties hereto, and 
those who may intervene herein, 
together with all interest, penal- 
ties and costs allowed by law up 
to and including the day of judg- 
ment herein, and all costs of this 
suit 

Issued end given under my hand 
and seal of said court in the City 
of Austin, Travis County, Texas. 
this * day of April A.D., 1960. 

E. JON 


Cierk of the District Court 
Travis County, Texas _ 


Nobody Wants 
Our Money 


We're a young couple with capi- 
tal and a strong desire to relocate 
in the Southwest. We like to fly 
(own our own plane) and to be 
outdoors. We want to buy or in- 
vest in an interesting business 
with potential for a couple with 
college degrees lots of en- 

usiasm. Can anyone help us get 

Reply to Box 
504 W. 24, 








thaveen, may, upon request there- 


Austin, Texas. 











